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ARTICLE XXII. 


Queries concerning Self-Murder: Offered to 
a Gentleman in Diftrefs, by way of 
Anfwer to thofe in the 77th Perfian Let- 
Ler. 





Sitar) O U fay there’s an original Caufe of 
ae So, «(| all Things, good, wile, perfect. 
ex SVWZ.IM Mult he not therefore act for Ends 
Petal Rug ever worthy of him? Is it not really 
i ae his Aé&t that placed you here? and 

_ are you certain that he has no End 
in your continuing where he placed you, farther 
than yourielf now fee. Can he have no Ufe for 
you befide your own immediate Gratification >—~ 
no Work even of a more difficult and difagreeable 
sort, than what you were at firft acquainted with ? 
and may not a Difcharge of this tend fome way to 
fome Good, which, without Compa, he may pof- 
fibly require you to promote, —the Improvement 
ef your own Nature, or of thofe whom you are 
dloom’d to converfe with? And may not future Fa- 
Dd vours 
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vours be“dnnexed to fuch a Labour? May not this 
our firft State of Exiftence be probationary, a State 
of Difcipline, and requifite to train us up and qua- 
lify us for a more advanced one? May not the fu- 
preme Governour demand our Concurrence in the 
carrying on his various Schemes of Government in 
various Provinces ? and are you clear that you have 
Authority to oppofe that Part of it, in which you 
find yourfelf concerned? Are you at Liberty to 
draw back when you pleafe——decline the Tafk— 
defert the Poft which he appears to have defigned 
you? Is Life, and a Capacity for endlefs Happinefs, 
no Benefit? Has he who gaye it no Right to Obe- 
dience ? no Reafon to expeét fome Trial, e’re 
he puts a greater Truft into your Hands, and raifes 
you to a fuperior Station ? 

You reap no equivalent. Advantage here by your 

Subjeftion :———But what if one fhould be referved 
for another Seafon? Is not then your Impatience to 
await that Seafon, giving up all Title to it? Don’t 
you refufe to ftand your Trial and accept his Orders ? 
are you not putting yourfelf out of his Proteétion, 
and concluding this State with one of the higheft 
Inftances of Difobedience you are capable of ? Do 
nor you fee every Thing done here by Means and 
others Mediation ? and has not each Act of your’sa 
choufand Confequences on the Minds of other Men, 
fpreading all round and reaching to Eternity? and 
may not fuch a remarkable one as puts a Period to 
your Being here, have ‘more and greater ones than 
you can eafily forefee ? 
_ Bur be you of never fo fmall Conf:guence to the 
Univerfe,——yet can you ever ceafe to be of fome 
Significancy to yourtelf, or hope by your AZinute- 
nefs to efcape the Eye of God? 

This one A& does not ruin all Nature; yet may 
it not be enough to ruin you? Why at leaft may it 
not throw you jome Ages back, or fink you fome 

Degrees 
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Degrees in the great Scale of . Beings, and oblige 
you to make fome worle Figure in the Creation than 
you do at prefent; and is it only Pride that can 
luggel fuch Sentiments ? 
“his pats an End to prefent Suffering: But may 
_it not hereafter bring on worfe, whether of Lofs or 
Pain? Itis a Remedy in yewr own Hands; but 
wou'd it be inbuman to deprive you of this Reme- 
dy, if it prodyce an Evil, greater, and more dura- 
ble? and how can you be fure it will not, when 
applied in Oppofition to that Courfe of Nature,which 
isin Faét guarded by fuch Penalties on every fenfible 
Being; ——thofe pre-eftablifhed Laws of the Crea- 
tion, which have this perpetual Sanction? and why 
may not a Violation of thele Laws (which isa little 
more than altering the Modification of mese Mat- 
ter) why may not this Act of Violence done to the 
nobleft Part of this inferior World, be followed 
with fome Punifhments, as much exceeding any of 
thefe felt here, as thofe inflicted on Men ufually ex- 
ceed our Sufferings in a State of Childhood? May 
not the great Rule of ANnatocy which holds 
throughout all Nature lead to this? Being was 
given, as i muft needs be, without your Knowledge, 
and for a Favour to each {nvidual; fo it might and 
would prove, but for his Fault, and may = 
fo perhaps upun the whole in Time: Yee ftill why 
may not the Donor confine this to certain Terms, 
and you be anfwerable tor rejecting them for 
contemning the Gift, and endeavouring yourfelf to 
defeat, and teaching others to defeat his whole Aim 
in beftowing ic? = It you will not comply with. his 
Intent in one Refpect, what Reafon do you give 
why he may not with Juftice force you to advance 
it in another ? Why may not you be called again 
into. Exittence, under other Laws more hard and 
difadvantageous to yourlelf, tho’ not lefs calculated 
tor the common Benefit than thofe ycu now break 
Dd 2 through ? 
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through? Efpecially if thefe themfelves might at 
the worft have been made very tolerable, nay turn’d 
to your own, no lefsthan the public Good, by a no 
great Degree of Pains and Patience ; lefs, pro- 
‘bably, than we think needful; lefs than we daily ufe 
‘in Matters of much lefs Concern, Try once to 
regulate your Appetites, Affections, Paffions; a- 
dapt each of them to your Circumftances in the 
‘World, and lay out fome Part of that Skill in 
bending them to your Condition, which you oft ufe 
in ftriving to bring thattothem. Go thus into the 
‘general Conftitution, and if you don’t inftantly find 
-your Account in it, truft a while and feek for more 
particular Direétion from its Author, and then fee 
‘whether the Art of living comfortably under his 
-Appointment, may not be attain’d as well as any 
‘other Art ; whether Time does not make the Prac- 
‘tice eafy, Ufe agreeable ; whether Nature herfelf 
will not admit this among her Laws, and render it 
«mechanical. 


———_——- 


The forezgo.ng Queries were put into my Hands by 
a very worthy Clergyman of our Church; who, con- 
Sidering the frequent lamentable Inftances of Surcipe 
‘im this Kingdom, (more perbaps than are to be found 
in all Europe befide) thought the Publication of them 
would not be improper, as they might bappen, in one 
Cafe or another, by the Bleffing of God, to be of Ufe, 
to prevent the perpetrating that moft unnatural of al! 
Crimes: Aitho’ they bad not that happy Effect on the 


unfortunate Gentleman, for whofe Service they were 
firSt intended. 


ARTICLE 
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ARTICLE XXIV. 
On the Wrapper which covered this Article Dr. 


Morcaw writes, * I received the Inclofed from a 
‘¢ Gentleman in the North, leaving it to my 
«© Choice, either to anfwer it in private Corre- 
‘«¢ fpondence, or get it publifhed, as I thought fir. 
¢ I have chofen the latter as the faireft Way; and 
*¢ to fhew that I would no more fupprefs any 
“« Thing written againft than for me, I fend tt 
“* you to be inferted in the Hiffory of the Works 
“ of the Learned, defigning to reply in the 
© fame Paper, if the Gentlemen concerned in it 
“ think fit to convey the Argument on both Sides 
«© to the Publick, as no doubt but they will.” To 
this we fay, we cannot but approve of Dr. Mor- 
Gan’s Impartiality, and take a Pleafure in obliging 
him, fo long as he maintains the Character (as we 
hope he always will) of a genteel and candid Dif- 
putant. | 


nw 


Remarks upon Dr.Morgan’s Phyfico-Theology : 
Shewing, that in his Difquifition concerning 
Divine Providence, and hum-n Nature, 
he goes upon the Principles of Fatali/ts, 
while he argues againft Fate ; and that hts 
Arguments againft Fatalifm are inconclufive. 


SECTION I. 


ITH refpect to Divine Providence the Doctor 

juftly maintains, p. 310. “ That God has 

¢* created, and continues to fuftain, actuate, move, 
*© and direét the Univerfe, confifting of an infinite 
“6 Series of Beings in Subordination and Dependance 
| Dd 3 © one 
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*¢ one upon another from the higheft to the loweft : 
“* And that in this Scale of Beings every Rank or 
*¢ Clafs has itsLaws of Nature, its Powers, Capaci- 
“¢ ties, and Ways of acting prefcribed and fix’d.” 
And holds, p. 95. “ That rational intelligent 
“> Beings, as well as mere animal fenfitive Creatures, 
s¢ are governed and directed by General Laws: That 
“s Intelligence, as well as Senfe, has its natural 
¢< Boundaries, which it cannot pafs ; and thefe Laws 
<¢ are the Will and eftablifhed Conftitution of the 
<< Deity, acting conftantly, fteadily, and uniform- 
« Jy upon the Principles of perfect Order, Truth, 
« Wifdom, and univerfal Good: That whatever 
«© may appear to us evil, irregular, or wrong in 
« the Creation, can refpeét only Individuals, con. 
« fider’d as feparate from, or independent of the 
«© Whole.” This he takes to be “ the firft Prin- 
<< ciple and Foundation of all Morality and Reli- 
s¢ gion ; for he who confiders only inftrumental, fe- 
<¢ condary, and occafional Caules, and takes the 
<< Parts as independent of the Whole ; while he is 
«¢ cenfuring, and finding Fault with every Thing, 
<¢ muft throw the Blame ultimately upon the fu- 
«€ preme, firlt and univerfal Caufe, the Author, 
 Contriver, Suftainer, and Manager of all Things. 
«< But this, adds the Doétor, is taking the Govern- 
¢¢ ment of the World out of God's Hands, and 
«« cenfuring Him in the Conduct of hisProvidence, 
<¢ €3¢.” And fuch he calls ** Malecontents, &¥c.” 
Again, p. 121, the Doctor maintains, ‘that every 
«¢ Thing that is muft be abfolutely, and upon the 
«“ Whole, good: That all Evil is barely relative 
<¢ with re{fpect to us, and we can have noother Rule 
<* to judge of Good and Evil.” And farther, p. 
171, 172; he concludes it evident, “ that the uni- 
*¢ yerfal Prefence, Power, and intelligent Agency 
“s of the Deity, is the only Principle of Individua- 
* tion, by which all Unity and Diverfity, all Re- 

. «* lation, 
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<¢ Jation, Dependance and Conneétion of Parts and 
‘¢ Whole, is fuftained and continued; and with- 
© out which there could be nothing but infinite 
“¢ Confufion and I[ndiftinétion, throughout ali Na- 
** ture: And leaves it to be confidered, whether 
‘« this univerfal Prefence, Power, and defigning 
«© Agency of the Deity, be not that Principle of 
¢ Individuation, that unknown Subftance or Sub- 
‘ ftratum of Things, which Philofophers have 
* been fo long in Quelt of. 

Tis plain the Doctor teacheth here that God does 
every Thing, fuftains and actuates the whole Uni- 
verfe, animate and imanimate; is the Subftratum of 
Things and their Modifier. And this furely amounts 
to the ftrongeft Futali/m, if not to Pantheifm it- 
felf. 

With refpect to Man the Doétor proves, p. 96, 
97, 98. “ That natural Good, Pleafure, or Hap- 
‘¢ pinefs upon the Whole, as appearing to the Un- 
* derftanding, from the Nature and Confequences ° 
of Things, is the neceffary Object or fubject 
Matter of all rational Will or Choice; and that 
‘* a Man can chufe and purfue nothing, but under 
‘¢ the Notion or Appearance of Good; and to 
chufe Evil, as fuch, is as great a Contradiction 
asa compelled Choice; in which Cafe a Man 
could not be faidtochufe or act at all, but would 
be a mere paffive Sufferer.” Farther, * That 
no Good, how great foever it may be in itfelf, or 
appear in bare abftract Reafaning, can ever move iB 
a Man to the Choice and Purfuit of it, till he "t: 
comes to defire it to make a Part of his own i 
Happine/s, and feels himfelf uneafy, and under a 
painful Anxiety in the Want of it: This Pain or 
Stimulus of Defire is the only Motive to Aétion, 
in the Purfuit of Happinefs. This, concludes 
be, isa neceffary, fundamental, and general Law 
of all intelligent Beings, and which God never i: 

d 4 {ufpends | 
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“ fufpends or alters, to ferve any particular Pur- 
«© pofe. Andagain, p. 109: all Creatures, univer- 
« fally, are conftantly and unavoidably govern’d, 
s< directed, and determined by this Law, in pur- 
“* fuing Pleafure and avoiding Pain. 

Page 98. ‘* The Choice or Purfuit of natural 
‘© Good or Happinefs, he calls moral Good; and 
«© the Choice or Purfuit of natural Evil, Pain or 
«s Mifery, moral Evi/, Falfhood in Action or wrong 

¢ Practice: And hence, he /ays, it is evidenc that no 

Man, as rational and free (from Force or Com- 

pulfion, I fuppofe be means,) can act Wrong, 

but from an antecedent wrong Judgment, mif- 
taking Good and Evil, and chufing and purfuing 

one inftead of the other ; fince it is plainly im- 
<¢ poffible to chufe Evil or Mifery, as fuch, and 
‘¢ refufe and fly from real Good, &.” Again, p. 
108. ‘ A Man cannot, by any active Power or 
“¢ free Self-Determination, be at Liberty not to defire, 
‘¢ chufe, and purfue Good, Pleafure, or Happi- 
“ nels; or not reject or fly from Evil, Pain or 
é< Mifery : For this is the Law of all animal Na- 
€< ture, both Rationals and Irrationals. 

To thefe Principles of the Doétor concerning Di- 
vine Providence and the Natureof Man, every 
Fatalift will readily agree: I fhall now examine his 
Notions of free Agency by them. 


SECTION IL 


It is indeed furprifing to hear the Doétor, after he 
has aflerted That Man is undera neceffary Law, or in- 
evitable Neceffity, to purfue Pleafure or Happine/s, 
and to avoid Pain or Mifery, and in which he can- 
not poffibly ait wrong, but from an antecedent wrong 
Fudgment, miftakingGood and Evil, and pur[uing one 
infiead of the other, p.g8; it is moft furprifing I 
fay to hear him all D 99, 100, ** of Man’s acting 

“* with- 
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‘¢ without a Judgment at all, and without thinking, 
“© commanding his Reafon to be filent, €?¢. and 
‘¢ this without his being fore’d or compell’d. 

A Man may declaim in a popular Harangue, 
and call Men of weak Judgment and ftrong Paffi- 
ons, People of no Thought and Judgment at all; 
but this will not be admitted in Philofophical Truth: 
And indeed the Doctor will be found by careful 
Readers, to declaim rather than reafon againft Fate, 
In thefe Pages he ttarts an Objection againft Necef- 
fity, and pretends to anfwer-it, but fufficiently con- 
futes himfelf again, p. 152, 153. by fhewing it 
plain Matter of Fat: ‘* That the greater appa- 
‘* rent Good in mere Speculation, or abftraét Rea- 
‘ fon, never determines a Man’s Will or Choice, 
‘ againft the greater Weight, or more preffing 
‘< prefent Uneafinefs of Appetite and Defire to the 
* contrary ; and that no rational Good, how great 
‘ foever in Speculation.or Theory, can determine 
‘sa Man’s Will or Choice, while he does not de- 
‘¢ fire it, or feel the Want of it, and while, con- 
‘© fequently, the Poffeffion or Acquifition would be 
< no Enjoyment or Gratification.” And how can 
it be otherwile, feeing the Pain or Stimulus of De- 
fire, whether of the private or publick Paffions, is 
the only Motive to Action in the Purfuit of Hap- 
pinefs, and the neceffary Law by which God con- 
ttantly actuates all Beings, and directs all their Ac- 
tions vicious and virtuous * to univerfal Good? And 
what Malecontent dares find Fault? The general 
Laws of Nature are fix’d, and cannot be broken, 
and are never fufpended. 
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* The Exiitence of and Diftinction between Virtue and Vice, 
or Generofity and Selfifhnefs, and their confequent Pleafure and 
Pain, orrelative Good and Evil in the def Scheme, cannot be 
objected to by the Doctor, as they have been by lefs knowing 
Writers upon this Subject ; for he has proved the Confiltency 
and Neceffity of them upon the Whole, in the laft Chapter of 
his Book, 


‘¢ Man 
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_ 4 Manis free, the Doétor afferts, p. 108, with 
*¢ yegatd to the Exercife of his phyfical aétive 
ss Powet, and isnot forced,compelled or acted upon, 
<¢ but cannot by any active Power or free Self-Deter- 
«¢ mination, be at Liberty not to defire and purfue 
¢¢ Pleafure and avoid Pain.” This isthe neceffary 
Law of his Nature, by which be is conftantly and u:.a- 
voidably aftuated; and ferves all the Purpofes of 
Fatalifts and Fatalifm. Where then fhall we find 
the Doétor’s Notion of free Agency? Why, 
after much faying and unfaying, we are told, p. 
185, ‘© That free Agency or the Liberty of 
« human Actions confifts in a Power of  fuf- 
% pending the Judgment and confequent Choice 
« and Purfuit, in order to a thorough Exami- 
¢¢ nation, and till proper Evidence appear, and 
¢s then carrying the Affent no farther than the Evi- 
‘s dence, Perception, or Appearance of Truth,” 
But it will be afk’d the Doctor here, Will the Un- 
eafinefs of Defirc, that neceflary Law by which we 
-are aétuated, fuffer Men always to fufpend their 
Judgment, &c. Or if it fometimes doth, is it not 
the greater Uneafinefs and Fear of Miftake of Hap- 
pinefs, that netefitates us to fufpend our Judgment 
and confider more fully? Still the fame Law reigns 
throughout all our Deliberations and Judgments ; 
-and itis ftrange that a Gentleman of the Doétor’s 
Penetration did not fee it. But he had ‘deceived 
himfelf by his arguing before, p. 178, 179. ‘** That 
“© che Idea of Agency or active Power has no ne. 
«© ceffary Connexion with the Idea of rational Mo- 
“< tive, Intention, or End of Action: Wherever 
s¢ there is a Power of acting with, there muft be - 
<¢ the fame Power of acting without a Motive ; 
*¢ for the Power of acting, and the Motive or Rea- 
«¢ fon of Action, are as perfectly different and dif- 
¢¢ tinét as any two Ideas can be: And if the Power 
‘© of acting be different and diftinét from the Mo- 
‘s tive 
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¢ tive or Reafon of Action, there muft be a Pow. 
ss erof acting arbitrarily and abfolutely by mere 
¢¢ Will or Pleafure, or with a fat pro Ratione vo- 
‘© Juntas.” In p.212, 2135 the Doétor repeats 
¢ allthis Reafoning, and talks of a blind unintel- 
** ligent [:xertion of mere Power, without Rea- 
«© fon, Wifdom or Defign,” which I cannot pof- 
fibly trame an Idea of, more than of an unintelli- 
gent Mover, nor can the Doctor himfelf. See p, 
27, 28. 

cine the Doétor will not deceive Fatalifts by this 
dark and ambiguous Way of Reafoning, Is acting 
for Pleafure, Good, or Happinefs, which he own'd, 
p- 97, ‘the Defire of to be the only Motive to 
«¢ Action, and the necefflary, fundamental, and ge- 
«© neral Law of all intelligent Beings, by which 
‘¢ they are conftantly and unavoidably actuated and 
** governed,” is acting, I fay, for this grand End 
and Odjeé of all Defre acting arbtrarily, without 
Motive or Defign? The Doétor here confounds 
Will and Pleafure, tho’ he diftinguifheth between 
the Power of acting and the Motive to Action, 
which are all different Modifications of the Mind. 
Can a Man act for Pleafure without defiring it? 
Can he will it without antecedently  defiring 
it? Defire is always the Spring or Motive, and the 
Will is always neceffarily determined by the /trong- 
e& Defire, whether to aé or forbear acting. Thus 
the Chain of Necefflity lies, and the necefiary Law 
is general, and prevails throughout. The Doctor 
may make Diftinétions, or confound Things, to 
ferve his Purpofes; but take away Defire, the on- 
ly Motive to Action, and you take away both the 
Will and Power to act. And fuch a Being could 
not move or act a# aii, or be moved or acted upon 
but by Force like a Stone. 
. Wherever there is a Power of acting with, there 

muft be the fame Power of acting without a Mo- 
tive, 


o“ 
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tive, fays the Doctor ; for the Ideas of Power and 
Motive are diftin&, And if the Power of acting 
be diftin@ from the Motive or Reafon of Action, 
there muft be a Power of acting arbitrarily. How 
does this conclude ? He might as well have argued; 
Wherever there is a Power of acting with, there 
muft be the fame Power of acting without Senfe or 
Perception: For the Power of acting and the Per- 
ception of Action are perfectly diftinét Ideas. And 
if the Power of aéting be different and diftinét from 
the Perception of Action, there muft be a Power of 
aéting without any Perception at all. And he does 
indeed talk, p. 213. Of umintelligent Exertion of 
mere Power; which is a Thing altogether incon, 
ceivable, abfurd, and impoffible as the Docétor has 
proved in the firft Chapter of his Book. 

The fame ftrange kind of Reafoning is applied to 
the Deity, p. 187. ‘* A wife and righteous Being 
‘«¢ will always act upon the rational Motives and 
‘¢ Fitnefs of Action, and cannot as a wife and 
‘* righteous Being do otherwife ; but this he fays is 
*¢ not for Want of Power, but from Reéitude of 
“© JVill.” It feems then God has a Power to do 
Zl, but wants Wil. But Power if it can exift with- 
out Will, as the Doctor fuppofes it may, cannot 
be exerted ; and therefore is good for nothing more 
than if ic did not exift. But why does God want 
Will to exert his Power to do II? Is it not becaufe 
He can have zo Motive or Reafon exciting or jufti- 
fying Him to will Evil ?. And fuppofe all his Mo- 
tives to Good were taken away, could He, in that 
Cafe, will it? And could his Power of doing Good 
fignify aught if it remain’d? In fine, take away the 
Motives and Inclinations to do both Good and Evil 
from any Being, it could do nothing at all. I dont 
know what Idea the Doétor can have of a Power 
of acting which cannot be exerted, a Power which 
never could or can. be exerted ? 


God 
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God ueceffarily loves Good, knows it, and wilds 
it; and it is a Contradiction to his perfect Nature 
to do otherwife. Man neceffarily defires Good, «wills 
it, and if he perfectly knew it and the beft Means 
to it, could never fwerve from it; as he muft of 
neceffity, through the Imperfection of his Nature, 
or limited Capacity, freguently do. But chefe Mi- 
{takes are ever in a neceflary Proportion to the Ca- 
pacities and Circumftances of particular Creatures ; 
and therefore ftill no Exception to the univerfal fix- 
ed Law, by which all Creatures are conftantly and 
unavoidably actuated and governed in their Purfuits 
of Happinefs. But if Men may, as the Doctor 
concludes, p. 212, 213. ** exert their phyfical Pow- 
‘© er blindly and unintelligently, without Reafon, 
‘¢ Wifdom or Defign, which he calls phyfical free 
¢¢ Agency or Liberty,” this could come within no 
Law of Government at al]; as he owns * it can 
“¢ come under no moral Confideration at all.” And 
yet the whole Scheme of Providence might be /or- 
ridly perplex’d, if not ruin’d, by fuch axintelligent 
Exertions of Power ; tho’ the Doéttor fays, ‘* there 
«s could be no moral Good or Evil, Right or 
‘¢ Wrong, in fuch Actions ;”’ and confequently 
might have added, are neither to be approved nor 
condemned, whatever might be their Effects. 

But I leave thefe Opinions, too grofs to be farther 
infifted upon or defended by any Philofopher, and 
which are fo evidently contradictory to the Doétor’s 
other Principles, concerning Divine Providence and 
Human Nature, and proceed to anfwer his Objec- 
tions to Neceffity or Fate. 


SECTION III. 


I cannot here tranfcribe all the Doétor’s Reafoning 
‘againft Fate; for he is very copious and diffufive, 
a] but 
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but fhall give the Sum of each Objection, referring 
to the Pages as I go along. 

In p. 179, 180. the Doétor pretends to anfwer 
the Fatalift’s Comparifon of the Mind being deter- 
mined by Motives, as a Ballance is by Weights. 
But he neither puts the Cafe right, nor anfwers it 
intelligibly. He fays, ‘* Suppofe the Motives orRea- 
«s fons of an Action be equal on both Sides, the 
*¢ Mind in fuch a Cafe could not act at all, but 
‘© muft be at perfect Reft, like a Ballance with e- 
«© qual Weights.” And who doubts this as to that 
particular Cafe? But, adds be, ** Every one fees 
«¢ the Abfurdity andImpoffibility of fuch a Suppo- 
<< fition.” And the Reafon, if there be any, for 
this Conclufion, was given before, viz. he faid 
‘© That the torbearing the Action, is as much the 
+s Act of the Mind, as doing it.” So Ref here is 
Attion, according to the Doctor. He might as juft- 
ly have faid, that Reft in the Ballance with equal 
Weights, is the fame with the Motion of it when 
preponderating with unequal Weights, The Con- 
fufion lies here. The Doétor fuppofes a particular 
Cafe about acting or nor acting ; and concludes 
in the general, that if the Mind cannot act when 
the Motives to do or forbear a particular Action are 
equal, it cannot a& at all, whichis a Thing im- 
poffible and abfurd. Thus the Matter ftands in Fact. 
The Mind is under a natural Necefity of Thinking 
(which is acting) acall Times, at leaft while awake. 
But in changing from one Thought to another, fhe 
mutt always be determined by fome Motive, fome 
Uneafinefs, or Defire. I-hall run the Parallel be- 
eween the thinking Mind and unintelligent Ballance. 
Suppofe the Mind in its natural State af thinking on 
whatever pleafes it beft at the Time; the Ballance 
too in‘Equilibrium. A new Subject is propofed to 
the Mind, but the Motives to confider it or not ate 
perfectly equal ; and equal Weights laid in the Bal- 

lance. 
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lance. In this Cafe the Mind could not be altered 
by the egual Motives from its former State; nor 
the Ballance from its former Equilibrium. But fup- 
pofe the Motives and ee unequal, and both 


muft of neceffity change. It is the fame with the 
external Actions of the Mind. A Man mutt of ne- 
ceffity either move or reft his Body. If he refts, 
and it is propofed to him to move, but the Reafons 
for his walking are juft egua/ to thofe for his fitting 
ftill, he muft in that Cafe keep bis Poffure 3 becaufe 
there is no Motive to make him change it, or break 
his Reft. On the contrary, if he walks, and the 
Reafons propofed for hina to fit down or not are 
equal, he muft continue his Walk, ull fome additi- 
onal new Motive, Defire, or Uneafinefs make him 
change to Reft. But it cannot con¢lude as the Dec 
tor does, that if he cannor do any one of thefe by 
an arbitrary abfolute Act of the Will, therefore he 
cannot do any of them at all, which is impoffible 
and abfurd ; for fome of them he muft of neceffity 
do. 

The Doétor goes on in p, 581. 2, 3, 4, 5, 6. 
with a great Flourifh to prove, ‘* That nothing but 
«© Truth, evident, irrefiftible Truth, can force the 
«© Judgment or Affent of the Mind; and therefore 
‘ no Error or falfe Judgment can be abfolutely in- 
‘© vincible. As the whole Queftion concerning Li- 
«¢ berty or free moral Agency muft depend upon 
¢< theProof of thisPropofition, he fhall, be /ays, con- 
¢¢ fider it more particularly and diftinctly.” The 
Fatalifts would cut him fhort here, by telling him, 
that it is the prefent apparent greater redative Plea- 
fure or Pain, that neceffarily determines Man in all 
‘his. Purfuits of Happinefs ; and not /peculative Truth 
and Falfpood, and the abftraét Nature, Reafon, and 
Fitnefs of Things. And the Doctor prov’d as much 
hiimfelf before; p.t21, 122. It may be allowed him 
that there is as great a Dfference between Truth and 
aii). Fulthood, 
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Falfhood, as between Light and Darknefs, Black and 


White ; and moreover as great a Difference between 
infinite Pleafure and Pain. But thefe Conceffions 
are nothing co his Purpofe. For tho’ a Man can- 
not judge amifs of the Extremes of Truth and Falf- 
hood, Light and Darknefs, Black and White, Plea- 
{ure and Pain, yet there are fuch infinite Variety of 
Degrees of Probability in many Cafes, fuch various 
Mixtures of Light and ‘Darknefs, Black and White, 
Pleafure and Pain, that.an imperfect Creature, fuch 
as Man is, muft of Neceffity often miftake them. 
And if Man could fufpend his Judgment till he had 
abfolute irrefiftable Evidence in every Cafe, which 
the Doétor chimerically fuppofes, and herein 
places Liberty, p. 185. to fay all in a Word, He 
could not live. For-in what Affairs of Life have 
we ablolute, irrefiftable Evidence ? 

fn all Speculations and abftracét Truths the Judg- 
ment or Affent of the Mind is always in exact Pro- 
portion to it’s Perceptions of the Degrees of Evi- 
dence. And there can be no fuch Thing as an ar- 
bitrary Judgment without Reafon, Motive or Evi- 
dence on one Side or the other; for where the Evi- 
dence is clear on one Side, we cannot withold our Af- 
fent in Proportion to the Degrees of it. And when 
the Evidences for the Truth or Falfhood of a Faét, 
or Reafons for the Truth or Falfhood of a Propo- 
fition are egucl, or appear to the Judgment to be 
equal, on both Sides; we muft for that Reafon be 
in Sufpence about them.. And two Men may, and 
often do, differ widely in their Judgments of Pro- 
bable Cafes (and in moft Cafes incommon Life we 
go only upon Probasility) when a third. Man cannot 
pronounce which of the two are in the Right. For 
Men’s Apprehenfions and Strength of Judgment are 
very different even about abftract Cafes: And much 
more different are their Perceptions and Judgments... 
of Pleafure and Pain, even quite different and op- 
polite 
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pofite in many Cafes; one Man having Pleafure 
from a Thing which gives another Pain. And 
while both are in the Right with Refpeét to their 
Feelings and Judgments, yet perhaps both may pro- 
nounce each other in the Wrong as judging arbitra- 
rily without Reafon, or rather obftinately againft 
Reafon, as the Doctor does here, thro’ a great Mif- 
take of the Nature of Man. 

The Doétor, in p. 186, &?c. takes another View 
of Liberty or free Agency, which affects the Deity 
Himéfelf.  ** It being allowed that intuitive evident 
‘¢ Truth neceffitates the Judgment and Choice, 
‘© and that God knowsall Truth, itis evident that 
‘© he cannot act contrary to Truth, but muftneceffa- 
‘¢ rily do what in it’s Nature is beft and fitteft to be 
“¢ done, and therefore there can be no fuch Thing 
‘sas Liberty or free Choicein Nature. This Dif- 
«¢ ficulry, which, be /ays, has fo long puzzled 
«¢ and perplex’d the Metaphyficians, arifes only 
«© from confounding the Power of aéting with the 
‘© Reafon or Motive of the Action, which are quite 
‘¢ different Ideas.” This he afferts over and over. 
And I never knew itwas deny’d before. But this will 
not anfwer his Defign, to prove a Freedom from 
Neceffity either inGod or Man, as I remarked before. 
No Philofopher or Man of common Senfe will fay 
that Power can exif in an unintelligent Subject: And 
yet if Power can be excited without Intelligence, as 
the Doctor afferts, p. 213, it may, how will he prove 
that it may not ext/s without I:.telligence? So that 
Matter, fuppofing it unintelligent, may yet efi 
every Thing we fee ; and therefore there may be no 
Need of an intelligent Mover, Sc. The Doctor would 
call the Maintainers of fuch Tenets by very hard 
Names, was he arguing againft them himfelf. But 
I fhall leave the Confequences of his Principle of 
unintelligent Exertion of Power to his own farther 
Confideration, 


Ee Mean 
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Mean Time ‘the Doétor owns that God cannot 
wil! Evil; and confequently cannot do Evil. And 
I add if he defired Evil, he muft will it, and do it. 
But it-is 4 Contradiftion to the neceflary Goodnefs 
and abfolute Petfeétion of his Nature to defire Evi/, 
and confequently he can neither will, nor do it. And 
therefore he is not free from Necefity, but from Com- 

ulfion or external Force. The Dottor alfo owns 
that Man cannot will, or chufe Evil, as fuch ; 
and confequently cannot af Wrong, but from an 
antecedent wrong Judgment miftaking Evil for 
Good. And he muft often, thro’ the neceffary Im- 
perfection of his finite Nature, miftake a lefler 
Good for a greater: He muft, when there is a Com- 

tition among the Paffions, be determined by the 
F owgep of them, #. e. by the Paffion which appears 
to carry the greateft Good with it. And he muft 
juftify himfelf at the Time, tho after private Paffion 
is Btatified at the Expence of a publick one, and 
the Solicitations of the one is over, and the other re- 
mains, ie muft blame himfelf for what is done, and 
with to have gratified this the now ftrongeft 
Defire. The Judgment muft neceffarily be accord- 
ing to the prefent Appearance, or rather Feeitug, 
of Pleafure and Pain, and the Will or Choice ne- 
ceffarily determined by it, while Reafon is always 
the Servant of the reigning Paffion or Defire ; for 
Man teafons very differently when under the Influ- 
ence of different Paffions, whether felfifh or gener- 
ous. 

The Dottor, p. 191, &£. ‘endeavours again to 
demonftrate the Truth of his former Propofition : 
That no Error or falfe Fudgment is abfolutely invin- 
cible. And taking it in the Abftraét, it is certain 
that Truth may be found out, and cannot, before it 
be found, force Affent. But the Doétor, atter faying 
a great deal about this abftract ‘Propofition, owns, 
p. 199. ** That in moft of the Affaits of common 

| « Life, 
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“ Life, and the feveral Queftions which come before 
‘<¢ us to be deliberated and refolved upon, there is 
«+ no abfolute indubitable Certainty to be had on 
‘© one Side or the orher, there are Reafons pro and 
<¢ con, and a Poffibility of Truth on both Sides, — 
“ And that the faireft Appearance of Truth may 
“© deceive us, and what appears to us, for all that 
“¢ we can fee, to bid faireft for the Truth, may 
“«¢ be really and abfolutely falfe.” —And concludes, 
“« p. 203. from this Reafoning, ‘“‘That the Percep- 
« tion of Certainty muft neceffitate the Judgment of 
«¢ Certainty, and the Perception of Probability muft 
“ neceffitate a Judgment of Probability, in Propor- 
“ tion to the Evidence.” And yet, p. 204. hie af- 
ferts after all, ‘* Thatevery Man who will reflect, 
‘s muft be con{cious to himfelf that he hath a Power, 
‘Sand is at liberty to fufpend his Judgment 
‘¢ againft any Appearance of bare Probability, till 
«« he has throughly examined the Matter, and ma- 
‘* turely weigh’d the Evidence on both Sides.” 
{Low comes the Doétor by this Liberty to contradict 
himielf fo foon? He had proved, in p. 203. * That 
the Perception of Probability neceffitates a Judgment 
of Probability ;” but in the next Page, 204. will 
have it that a Man can fufpend his Judgment of 
Probability. This however is no arbitrary Act of 
the Doétor ; but tomake out what he afterwards, p, 
205. calls a Demonftration on the Side of Liberty, 
he artfully fhifts the State of the Cafe, by immedi- 
ately adding, p. 203. “ that a Man who judges and 
‘© decides upon any doubtful Point, before he has done 
¢ this (viz. fully examined the Evidence on both 
« Sides) muft be confcious of his acting thus freely, 
“ rafhly and prefumptioufly, without any Necef- 
‘© fity or Conftraint that he was under, either ex- 
‘<¢ ternal or internal.” It comes out then that a 
Man is only free to fi/pend his Judgment in doubt- 


ful Points. But had the Doétor carry’d on his 
| Be 2 Reafon- 
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Reafoning about the Nature of Judgment, where he 
concludes that Perception of Probability neceffitates 
a Judgment of Probability, he might as juftly have 
added, that where there is no Perception of Evidence 
on either Side of a Queftion, there mutt be neceflari- 
ly no fudgment about it, the Cafe muft remain 
doubiful, andthe Mind muft of Neceffity remain in 
Sufpence, till farther Light appears on tome Side, In 
fine, the Su/penfion of the Judgment in a douit/{ul Cafe 
is as neceflary as the Desermination of it in a certain 
or probable Cafe : So the Doctor’s pretended Demon- 
{tration on the Side of Liberty falls to the Ground. 

The Doétor undertakes to anfwer but oneObjecti- 
on moreto Liberty, in p. 215. “It is very common 
ss be fays in this Argument to compare divine and 

human Agency; and by proving that God muft 

always do what is beft and fitteft to be done, it 

1s from hence concluded, that therefore Vian muft 
¢ neceffarily do what is not beft and fitteft to be 

done.” However common this Way of Arguing 
may be to the Doctor, it is the frft Time I ever mit 
with it, tho’ I have read much upon the Subjeét. 
Had it been argued, that God, wuo is a neceffarily 
Good, Wife and Powerful Being, muft theretore 
only do always what is ab/folutely veff and fittelt to be 
done ; but that Man, who isa limited and neceflarily 
imperfect Creature as to Goodnefs, Wildom, and 
Power, muft neceffarily oftex do what is relatively 
not bef? and fitteft to be done, 1 know not how 
this could be difputed. 

*Tis too common among low ill-bred People, 
when they cannot reafon their Neighbours out of 
an Opinion, to try to fcold them out of it. It is pity 
that Men of Learning fhould follow their Example. 
The Doéttor, p. 188. calls all thofe, who affume 
the Hypothefis of Neceffity, People either of wrong 
Underftandings or defigning Knaves,’ becaufe he 
thinks..he had. drawn bad Confequences from it the 

7 Paze 
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Page before ; and adds, ** That he never met with a 
“ *ataiift but would own to him in private Trutt, 
‘© that his Hypoihelis, tho ¢rue, is not good or fit to 
«¢ be generally known and received.” W hat a {trange 
way of talking is this? The Reader will make {uch 
Reflections here as. naturally arife in the Mind upon 
hearing fuch Things; fo I pafs them over. But af- 
ter all the Doétor has faid againft Fatalifts, and what 
he takes to be the Confequences of their Opinions, 
I cannot find he differs from them in their fundamental 
Principles and general Conclufions; wz. p. 310. 
The wh.le Univerfe is conftantly and unavoidably 
actuated and diretted by God, and every Being bas 
its Ways of ating prefcribed and fix’d. What Creature 
then can counteract the Deity, or break thro’ its 
fix’d Laws of acting? Page 121. Every Thing that 
is muft be abfolutely and upon the whole Good. 
Who then can aét an arbitrary, or in any Senfe free 
and inconfiftent Part, in this neceffarily perfect 
Scheme ? Page 95. Intelligence as well as Senfe has 
its natural Laws and. Boundaries which it. cannot 
pafs; and thefe Laws are the Will and eftablifhed 
Conftitution of the Deity, atting conftantly fteadily and 
uniformly upon the Principles of perfeét Order, Truth, 
Wifdom and univerfal God! Whatever may appear 
tous Evil, irregular or wrong in the Creation, can 
re[peit onlyIndividuals confidcred as feparate from ana 
independent of the Whole. This he takes to be the firft 
Principle and Foundation of all Moraiity and Religion. 
And this is the very Hypothefis of Fatalifm.. And 
js this firft Principle and Foundation of all Religion 
and Morality, tho’ trae, not good, or fit to be 
generally known and received? If aMan beconvinced 
that the Univerfe is conftantly and unavoidably aétu- 
ated and direéted by a perfect Being, or God, and 
that every Thing that is muft be abfolutely, and upon 
the whole; Good, he eannot be afraid of, but 
content with every Thing that comes to pafs. 
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And fuch Principles, as make People fubmiffive 
to and content with Divine Providence, are certainly 
good, and fit to be generally known and received. 
Neverthelefs, ‘« as Defire of Good or Happinefs 

<¢ is the neceffary fundamental and general Law of 
< our Nature, by which we, and all Creatures, 
«¢ are conftantly and unavoidably actuated and 
«¢ directed, p 109. and which God, the Doéfor 
<< owas, never fufpends or alters, p. 97. and not 
¢ the abfolute Nature, Reafon andFitnefsof Things, 
“¢ to which our Knowledge and Judgement cannot 
“s extend, p. 121, €9c.” we muft (confidered either 
as Individuals, or a Society) purfue whatever appears 
to us to be, uponthe Whole, our Good or Hap- 
pinefs, amidft all the Comrarieties which happen; all 
of which produce Harmony and general Good. And 
altho weare neceffarily determined to purfue relative 
Good, to praife and blame, reward and punifh, upon 
this Principle, taking in the Whole of our Frame; 
yet all thefe Contrarieties, and their Objects, are 
Paris of the bef Scheme, or Syftem of Things, 
created, fuftained, continued, -a€tuated, and direc- 
ed, by the abfolutely perfect Being, or God. And 
therefore relative [il, which is ab/olute Good, cannot 
in this View be in the leaft blamed or found Fault 
with ; but rather, as the Dottor fays, p. 122. we 
ought not only to acquiesce in it, but be pleafed and 
delighted with it. Had the Doétor attended to his 
own Principles and Reafonings, p. 121, 122, €c. 
about ah/olute and relative Good and Evil, he would 
never have made our praifing and blame 
ing, rewarding and punifhing, upon the Principles 
of relative Good and Evil, any Objection againft 
the Syftem of Fatalifm ; and reflected fo feverely 
upon the Underftandings and Honefty of thofe 
who affume that Hypothefis, as he does, p. 187, 
and 188: For it is upon the Suppofition of our be- 
ing néceffarily determined by Pleafure and Pain a 
rae | the 
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the Sanéfions of all Laws are founded, and Men 
are rewarded or punifh’d for acting for’ or againft 
the Good of the particular Society they are joined to ; 
and not for acting for or againff the Good of the 
whole Univerfe. But tf upon further Confideration 
he fhall find, that his owaPrinciples, concerningDi- 
vine Providence and human Nature, are the fame 
with thefe of Fatalifts, I hope he will be a little 
gentler in his Reflections upon them: For it is only 
again{t the Doétor’s inconfiftent chymerical Noti- 
ons of phyfical free Agency, or Liberty, thofe 
blind unintelligent Exertions of mere Power, with- 
out Reafon, Wifdom, or Defign, that fuch Ob- 
jections can be made, viz. That they can neither 
be praifed nor blamed: For he owns, p. 202. 
«© That they can come under no moral Confidera- 
** tion at all; becaufe where no End is propofed, 
‘¢ or no Reafon-or Motive of acting confider'd, 
*¢ there can be nothing of moral Good or Evil, 
¢ Right orWrong in the Action.” And it may faire 
ly be concluded ‘hence, however wild the Tenet is, 
that fuch Actions are intirely without the Bounds of 
God's moral Government. 

Upon the Whole then, Dr. Morgan’s Notions of 
God’s Government and human Liberty are contra- 
diftory, and his Arguments againft Neceffity or Fate 
inconclufive. 
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ARTICLE XxXv. 


A Continuation of the Divine Legation of 
| Motes. : 


I.. be bool 

N Account has been given of the firft. Part 

of the fecond Volume of this curious Work, 

wherein.the Author-has examined the Cha- 
raters of the Fewifh People, and of their Law- 
‘giver.. We are now to give the Reader:an Idea of 
-the fecond Parc of the faid Volume, wherein he 
proceeds to confider the Policy given to the Fews 
cby that Legiflator’s Minifivy. For in ‘thefe two 
Inquiries he hopes to Jay.a folid Foundation for 
the Support of his third general Propofition, Tar 
the Dostrine of a future State of Rewards and 
Punifbments is norto be fourd in, nor did make Part 
of the Mofaic Difpenjation.. - 

In the Fewi/h Republic we finda Policy. different 
from all that ever have been in the World: In 
which the two.Societies, Civil and Religious, were 
perfectly incorporated with.the Almighty, as a tem-. 
poral Governour, at the Head.of both. 

The Singularity of this Form of Adminiftration 
has kept sit from being hitherto well underftood. 
Chriftian “Writers, by confidering Fudaifin as a 
religious Policy only, or a Church; and Deifts, as a 
Civil Policy only, or a State; have run into infi- 
nite Miftakes concerning the Reafon, Nature, and 
End of its Inftitution. 

To underftand the Yewife Oeconomy aright, we 
muft begin with this Truth, to which every Page 
of the Prntateuch bears witnefs, That the Separation 
of the Ifraelites was in order to preferve the Doc- 
trine of the Unity, amidft the Idolatrous and Poly- 
theistic World. The Neceffity of this Provifion 
Mr. Warburton thewsat large hereafter, at prefent 

he 
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‘he only ‘defires us to fuppofe there might be a fuf- 


ficient Reaion for it. But now, becaufe it is equally 
true, that this Separation was fulfilling the Promife 
made to Abrabam their Father, therefore the Deifts 
‘have ever reprefented it as. made. for the Sake of a 
favourite People: And then, fuppofing fuch a par- 
tial Diltinction to be inconfiftenc with the divine 
Atcributes, have ventured to’ arraign the Law of 
‘Impoftare. 3 


But our Author fhews their Reprefentation of the - 


Fact to be both uajuft and abfurd. ** They cannot 
“* deny that it was God’s Purpofe, and becomin 
his Goodnefs, to preferve the Doctrine of the'U- 
*< nity amidit am Idolatrous' World: But this could 
never be effected but by a Separation of one Pare 
‘s from the reft. Nor could fuch a ‘Separation be 
‘© made any otherwife than by bringing that Part 
‘< under God's immediate -Protection ;_ the - Confe- 
“6 quence of which were great temporal Bleffings. 
‘© Now as fome one People muaft needs be’ chofen 
<¢ for-this Purpofe, it feems moft-agreeable-to ‘our 
Ideas of divine Wifdom, which commonly: ef- 
‘© fects many Ends by one-and the fame Means, to 
“¢ make ‘thofe attendant Bleffings the Reward of 
“© fome high exalted Virtue in the Progenitors of 
‘¢ the chofen People. But therefore to pretend they 
‘6¢ are‘chofen as Favourites, is both unjuft and ab- 
« furd: The Separation is made for the Sake of 
«© Mankind: in general, and they become the In- 
<¢ ftruments, in Reward of their Forefathers Vir- 
<< tue. 

But another Thing offends the Deifs: ‘* They 
cannot underftand, let the end of the Choice be 
what it will, why God fhould"prefer fo perverfe 
and fottifh a People to all others.” Our-Author 
very well accounts for this Procedure of the divine 
‘Providence, by fhewing, ‘that befide the foregoing 
Reafon of ity viz, to reward the Faith of their 
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great Anceftors, and to fulGll the Promife made to 
them, others may be given every way becoming 
the Ideas we have of infinite Wifdom: For inftance, 
‘« that the extraordinary Providence, by which they 
“© were protected, might become the more vifible 
‘+ and illuftrious; for had they been endowed with 
“ the Qualities of the more famous Nations of the 
‘ World, the Effects of that Providence might 
«¢ have been afcribed to their own Power or Wif- 
*¢ dom. 

Having fet forth the Defign of God to perpetu- 
ate the Knowledge of himfelf, amidft an idolatrous 
World, by the Separation of one People from the 
reft of Mankind, Mr. Warburton proceeds, inthe 
fecond Section, to difplay the Manner in which this 
Defign was brought about ; when now the Family 
God had chofen was become numerous enough to 
fapport itfelf under a Seperation, and Idolatry, that 
was grownto its moaft gigantic Stature, was necef- 
farily to be reprefied. 

Here we are fhewn the J/raelites groaning under the 
Yoke of Egypt, comforted by a Meflage trom God, 
accompanied withSigns andWonders, promifing them 
a fpeedy Deliverance, and Pofleffion of the Land 
of Canaan, The People hearken and are delivered. 
They depart from Egypt; and in the third Month 
after come to Mount Sinai. There God firft tells 
them by Mo/es, that if they would obey his Voice, 
and keep bis Covenant, they fbould be to bim a pecu- 
liar People. They confent, and Gop delivers the 
Covenant to them in the Words of thetwo Tables. 

* But this Promife of their being received as 
ss God’s peculiar People, could be wifdly per- 
*¢ formed nootherwife than by their Separation from 
«s the reft of Mankind. The better therefore to 
<¢ fecure this Separation, God propofes to them to, 
*© become their Kina; and, for Reafons which 
ss Mr, Warburton afterwards explains, condefeends 
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<6 to receive the Magiftracy, on their free Choice 
c¢ He then delivers them a Digeft of their civil and 
«< religious Laws, and fetcles the whole Conftituti- 
¢ on both of Church and State. Thus the Al- 
«¢ mighty becoming their King, in as proper a 
«« Senfe as he was their Gop, the Republic of the 
¢ Jfraelites was properlya THEOCRACY ; in which 
“ the two Societies, Civil and Religious, miuft. of 
«+ Courfe be intirely incorporated.” This, our 
Author fays, is a Circumftance neither attended to 
or underftood. The Name indeed is of familiar 
Ufe; but how little is meant by it, as he notes, is 
{een from hence, that thofe who out of Form are ac- 
cuftomed to cal} ita Theocracy, yet, in theic- Rea- 
fonings about it, confider it asa mere Ariftecracy 
under the Judges, anda Monarchy under the Kings : 
Whereas, in Truth, it was neither one nor the other, 
but a proper Theotracy. | : 

But the Deift will, it may be, afk, why was this 
Separation made info extraordinary a Way? aWay 
in which nothing can be difcovered but the Marks of 
the Legiflator’s Fraud, and the People’s Superftition. 
What a mere human Lawgiver could gain by fuck 
a Project, Mr. Warburton thews hereatter, at pre- 
fent he proves, in direct Anfwer to the Objection, 
thata THEQCRACY WAS NECESSARY, as this Se. 
paration could be effectually made no otherWay.For, 

It appears, the //raeiites were ever violently pro- 
penfe to mix with the neighbouring Nations, and 
practife their Idolatries. As this naturally would, 
and in Faé? did abforp large Portions of them; fo 
the Severity of their civil Laws againft Idolatry, 
was the human Means that preferved the Remainder 
from Defection, Such an Inftitute therefore was 
neceffary to fupport a Separation. But Penal Laws, 
inferced by the Magistrate, in Matters of Opinion, 
are manifeftly unjuft: Some way therefore wasto be 
contrived to render fuch Laws, in the fewi/bRepublic, 
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equitable. Bat: fuch Laws are only equitable in a 
“ Tbeotracy ; therefore wasa THEocracy necefiary. 

:Thae-they were equitable in a Theocracy our Au- 
thor fets himfelf to demonftrate. 

. And here he fhews how this Part of the Mo/aic 
Inftitution:has been abufed by Infidels and intolerant 
Chriftians: the one . urging it againft the Divi- 
nity of the Fewifh Religion, prefuming fuch penal 
Laws.to. be contrary to natural Equity ; and the o- 
aber juftifying thereby their perfecuting Principles, 
as authorifed by the Example of Heaven itielf; bur 
all this, he fays, is grounded purely upon their equal 
Ignorance of the Nature of aTheocracy. 

-. Mr: Locke was the firft who openly fuggefted a 
Solution of this‘Point.. Mri Warburton had the fame 
Sentiments about it, as this great.Man, before he 
knew that:he or any one elfe had ftarted any Thing 
that would effectually obviate the Objection of Un- 
believers, or deprive’‘the /ntolerants of any Advan- 
tage they could hopeito reap from: fuch an Inftance. 
And here he adds.feveral Obfervations of his own, 
to. fupport: what Mr. Locke had formerly offered: 
which, is this,' as to the Cafe.of the J/raelites in the 
Jewith Commonwealth, who being initiated into the 
Mofaical Rites, and made Citizens of the Common- 
wealth, did afterwards apoftatize from the Worfbip 
of the God of \frael ; thefe. were proceeded againft as 
gutity of no le/s than bigh Treafon. For the Common- 
wealth of the Jews, different in that from all others, 
qwas.an.abfolute Theocracy ; nor was there, nor 
could: there be, any Difference between the Common- 
wealth: and.the Church. The Laws eftablifbed there 
concerning the Worfbip of the one invifible Deity 
were the civil Laws of that People, and a Part of 
their political Government, in which God himfelf was 
the Legiflttor. | 
~ JNow. in Confirmation of. this Reafoning Mr. 
Warburton enlarges on the enfuing nn 
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God, fays he, was pleafed to ftand in two arbitrary 
Relations towards the Fewi/h People, befides that na- 
tural one in which he ftood towards them, in com- 
mon with the reft of Mankind: and thefe were, that 
of a tutelary Deity, gentilitial and local; and that 
of /upreme Magiftrate and Lawgiver. In both thefe 
Capacities he referred it to the People’s free Choice 
whether they would receive him ; and they accept- 
ing him by the Hored Contract, thefe neceffary 
Confequences followed : 

Firft, That as the national Gop, and civil Ma- 
giftrate, of the ews, were one and the fame, their 
civil Policy and Religion muft be intimately united 
and incorporated, &c. 

Secondiy, On this Account they could not be dif- 
tinguifhed ; but muft ftand or fall together. Con- 
fequently the Dire¢tion of all their civil Laws muft 
be for the equal Prefervation of both. ‘* There- 
«« fore, as the renouncing God for King was the 
<¢ throwing him off as Gop, and as the renouncing 
him tor Gop was the throwing him off as King ; 
Idclatry, which was the rejecting him as Gop, 
was properly the Crimen leje Majefatis 5° and 
fo, juftly punifhable by the Civil Law. Bur there 
was this Difference in the two Cales as to the Ef- 
feéts. The renouncing Gop as civil Magiftrate 
might be remedy’d without a total Diffolution of 
the Conftitution; not fo the renouncing him as 
tutelary Gop. Becaufe, tho’ he might, and did 
appoint a Deputy in his Office of King, amongft 
the Jewi/h Tribes ; he would haveno Subfticure, 
as Gop, amongit the Pagan Deities, Therefore, 
in Neceffity as well as Right, Jdolatry was pu- 
nifhable by the Civil Laws of a Theocracy ; it 
being the greateft Crime that could be commit- 
ed againft the State, as tending, by certain Con- 
fequence, to diffolve the Conftitution. a 
“ Thirdly, The Punifhisent of Idolatry, by av 
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«¢ had this further Circumftance of Equity, that it 
“ was ptnifhing the Rebellion of thofe who had 
& chofen the Government under which they lived. 

But to this, the Defenders of the common Rights 

Subjefts will be apt to object, that thefe penal 

ws were unjuft, becaufe no Contract to give up 
the Rights of Confcience can be binding, 

This Cavil our Author utterly deteats by evin- 
cing, “That none of all the Idolatries the Fews went 
« into, was MATTER OF CONSCIENCE, but al- 
“ ways of Convenience ; fuch asthe procuring fome 
“ temporal Good, or averting fome temporal Evil, 
% which they wantonly hoped, or affected to fear, 

But, as Mr. Warburton goes on, it may be afked, 
—what if their Idolatry bad, at any Time, proved 
Matter of Confcience ? 

He anfwers, the Queftion had been pertinent, 
had theLaw in Difpute been of human Eftablifhment, 
But it was Gop’s, to whofe View Futurity is open, 
and fo knew the Cafe — never happen. 


ir. Warburton proceeds in the next Place to 
fhew, that this Theocracy, as it was neceffary, fo it 
would have a very ea/y Reception ; being founded 
on the flattering Notion of tutelary Deities, gentili- 
“gial and local, at that Time univerfally entertain- 


ed. 

Yet he defires us to obferve, “ that when Gop, 
& agreeably tothe whole Method of this Difpenfati- 
« .on, takes advantage of, or indulges his People in 
«s any habituated Notion or Cuftom, be always 
¢< interweaves fome charaé¢teriftic Note of Differ- 
« ence, to mark the Inftitution tor his own.” Thus, 
in this Indulgence of their Prejudices, concerning a 
sutelary God, he firf inftitutes upon it a Theocracy ; 
a Practice juft the Reverfe of Paganifm, for their 
Kings became Gods; whereas here, Gon conde- 


ended to become King. Secondly, he forbids all 
Kind 














Art. 2 &. | For DECEMBER, 1741. 421 


Kind of Community between the Gop of J/raad 
and the Gods of the Nations: Whereas there was 
a general Jntercommunity among the Gods of Pa- 
ganifm. But, ¢irdly, the moft illuftrious Diftinc- 
‘tion of the Mo/aic Religion is this, that was dyélt 
upon a former, namely the Patriarchal; whereas 
the various Religions of the Pagan World were all 
unrelated to and independent of any other, 

The Author of she Grounds and Reafous of she 
Chriftian Religion has, quite contrary to this Jaft 
Affertion, employed one whole Chapter to prove, 
that this Method of introducing Chriftianity into the 
World, by building and grounding tt on the Old 
Teftament, is agreeable to the common Method of 
introducing new Revelations, whether real or pre- 
TENDED, or anyChanges in Religion, and alfo to the 
Nature of Things. Mr. Warburton has taken him 
to Tafk upon this Head, and has endeavoured to 
prove the Falfity of his Doctrine, and the Weak- 
nefs of his Arguments. He had attempted to fhew 
that the Fact was as he reprefents it, and likewife 
that in the Nature of Things it could be no agher- 
wife. Mr. Warburton on the other hand makes it 
appear, that he has by no means evinced the Fa&, 
and that what he has offered with reference to the 
Nature of Things is utterly infignificant. But to 
fupply his Deficiency in regard of the latter, and 
thoroughly to refure his erroneous Pofition, Mr. 
Warburton here fhews us, 1. How the Religions 
of Mojfesand Jesus mutt neceffarily fuppofe a De- 
pendency on fome Preceding, 2. How the ancient 
Religions of Pagani/m mutt necefarily not fuppofe 
any fuch Dependency ; and 3. How it came to 
pals, that the more modern Impoftures, propagated 
fince the coming of Chriftianity, imitated the true 
rather than the fa//e Religions of ancient Times, 
in the Pretence to Dependency, Having difpatch’d 
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thefe Points, he returns to the Courfe of his Sub- 
ject, and lets us fee, ILI. 

That the Prejudices aforementioned, concerning 
local tutelary Deities, which made the /uirv, iultion 
of a Theocracy fo eafy, occafioned as eaty a Desectioxs 
from the Laws of it, 

1. For thefe tutelary Deities owning one another’s 
Quality, there was always among their refpeétive 
Followers, an Intercourfe of mutual Honours, tho’ 
not always of mutual Worfhip. For at firft each 
God was fuppofed to be fo taken up with the Affairs 
ot his own People, as to have but little Leifure or 
Inclination to attend to thofe of others.——** And 
‘¢ this Prejudice was the firff Source of the Jeni 
«¢ Idolatry. 

2. But the Pretenfionsof aut thefe Gods being 
thus mutually acknowledged ; and fome rifen into 
fuperiour Fame, the Rites of “their Worlhip would 
be eagerly imitated. And this was the /ecoud Source 
of Fewify Idolatry; as we fee in the Erection of 
the Golden Calf, and the Fondnefs for all Egyptian 
Superfticions in general. 

3? But, of thefe tutelary Deities there being two 
Sorts, oneambulatory, the other ftationed; thefe 
latter were fixed to their Pofts, which, whoever 
conquered and pofiefled the Country were ‘obliged to 
maintain in their accuftomed Honours. And what- 
ever Gentilitial Gods a People might bring with 
them, yet the /oca/ God was to have a neceflary 
Share in the religious Worfhip of the new Com- 
ers.—— Hence therefore the third Source of the 
Jewifh Idolatries. It was this fuperftitious Reve- 
rence to local Deities within their own Dhiftricts, 
that made them fo devoted, while in Egypr, to the 
Gods of that Country ; and when in Poffeffion of 
their own Land, to the tutelary Gods of Canaan. 

At length this Intercommunity of Worfhip be- 
coming univerfal, from Caufes which our Author 

affigns, 
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affigns, gave birth to the /a/? Source of Fewi/h Ido- 
latries. ‘This drew them into the Service of all the 
Gods they heard of, or from whom they could fan- 
cy to themfelves any Benefit. | 

Thefe Prejudices of Opinion, joined to all thofe 
of Practice, learnt in Egypt, were the true Caufe of 
their fo frequent Lapfe into Idolatry. «* From 
‘* whence it appears that their Defe&tion from the 
, God of //rael never confifted in their rejecting 
“‘ him as a falfe God, or the Law of Mojfes asa 
“¢ falfe Religion, but only in joining idolatrous Rites, 
“© and foreign Worfbip to that of the true God. 
‘¢ Their Motive for the Idolatries of Egypt was inve- 
‘© terate Cuftom; for the Idolatries of Canaan, the 
‘* prevailing Principle, that the tutelary God of the 
‘* Place fhould be worfhipped by its Inhabitants ; and 
© for ail otber Idolatries, the vain Expectation of 
“¢ Good from the guardian Gods.” That this was 
in truth the Cafe, our Author proves by feveral Paf- 
fages of the Prophecies of J/aiah, ‘Jeremiah, and 
Ezekiel, as well as divers Confiderations of his own. 

However, tho’ the very worft of the Fewi/h Ido- 
Jatry confifted only in mixing foreign Worfhip with 
that of the God of J/rael; yet, in their mad Atten- 
tion to thefe Abominations, the Worfhip of the 
true God was often extremely neglected. 

The principal Parts, therefore, of the Z/raelitifo 
Idolatry were thefe, I. Worfhipping the true God 
under an Image, fuch as the Golden Calves, 1. 
Kings, xii. 28. {1. Worthipping him in forbidden 
Places, as in Groves, 2. Kings, xviii. 22. L/@. 


xxxvi. 7. III, And by Idolatrous Rites, fuch ag. 


cutting themfelves with Knives, Fer. xii. 5. LV. 
By profaning the Houfe of God with idolatrous 
Images, Fer, xxvii. 34. V. By worfhipping the 
true Ged and Idols together. VI. By worfhipping 
Idols alone, though not exclufive of the true _ 
ro. a3 





















424. The Woxxs of the Lexrnen. Art: 25. 


‘The Ufefulnefsof this Account of the Fewifh Ido~ 
lagyy, to the main Qurftion of his Work will ap- 
pear when our Author comes to the laft Propofiti- 
on. Butchere is an immediate Application which he 
makes of it, that is of no mean Significancy, and 
that is to obviate an Objection of the Infidels, who, 
from this Circumftance, of the perpetual Defection 
of this People to Idolatry, would conclude that the 
Manifeftations of, God to them could never have 
been {fo illuftrions as their Hiftory reprefents. 
The Strength of which Qbjetion refts on thefe 
two Suppofitions, that their Idolatry confifted in re- 
nouncing the Law of Mo/es, andrenouncing it as 
not fatished of its Truth: Both of which our Author 
«. has fhewn to be falfe; “The negle& of the 
‘«¢ Law, during their moft idolatrous Practices, be- 
¢ ing no other, nor more, than as impure. novel 
“Rites more ftromgly attraét the Attention of fuper- 
“ ftitious People than ofd ones, whofe Sanétity. has 
«¢ no carnal Allurements; as t9 its Original, they 
- & never entertained the leaft Doubs of its being from. 
‘6 God ; whom they underftood to be the Creator 
“+ of the Univerfe: altho’ indeed in the Period juft 
“ preceding their Captivity, on the gradual with- 
“s drawing the extraordinary Providence from them, 
‘¢ they began to doubt concerning God’s further pe- 
‘+ culiar Regard.to them, as bis chofen People.” 
- Before he quits this Subjet, Mr, Warburton takes 
notice of one thipg more, which, he fays, is toa 
remarkable to be pafledover. ** As fond as the 
“© Fews were of borrowing their Neighbour’s Gods, 
¢* we do not find, by any Circumftance of anci« 
“ent Hiftory, either profane or facred, that their 
<< Neighbours were difpofed. tq borrow their’s, Nay wa 
se ee aflured, by. Holy Writ, they.did nos.” The twa 
Reafaas of. this were shefe; 
— was well known. to ali the-neighbourinig Notic 
aus, that the God of /rael had an utter | eee 
0 
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of all Fellowfhip with the Gods of the Gentiles, 
which would deter thofe People (who all held him 
as 2 tutclary God of great Power) from ever intro- 
ducing him among their Country Gods. And in 
Truth they had a fignal Inftance of it, to their Coft, 
which leads to the fecond Reafon. 

2. The Devaftation he brought upon the Pdi- 
liftines, while the Ark refted in their Quarters, This 
Story is very well related and applied by our Au- 
thor; who obferves, that after this Event we hear 
no more of the Attempts of the gentile Nations to 


join any Part of the ‘fewif Worhhip to their own. 


And thus the Matter refted, till Occafion requiring 
that he fhould vindicate his Property in that Country 
which he had chofen, as a tutelary God, for his pe- 
Culiar Refidence, he then drove the Pagan Inhabi- 
tants of Samaria into his Worfhip, juft as he had 
driven the Pbiliftines from it. And in both Cafes, 
has. afforded his Servants the moft illuftrious In- 
itances of divine Wifdom, in his manner of conduct- 
ing this Difpenfation : its Completion. 

I 


Having thus fhewn the Nature of this Theocracy, 
and the attendant Circamftances of its Erection; Mr. 
WH erburton’s next Inquiry is concerning its Duration. 

Moft Writers fuppofe it to have ended with the 
Fudges; but {carce any bring it lower than the Cap- 
sivity. On the contrary, our Author holds, that in 
ftri€t Truth and Propriety ic endéd not till che 
Coming of Chrift. 

‘L. For its notending with the Judges he infifts on 
the following Reafons, which I barely mention. 

_ &. Tho? indeed the People’s Defign in afking a 
ne was to have a Monarchy refembling that of 
their Idolatrous Neighbours; yet God indulged them 
therein, without expofing them to the fatal Confe- 
quencesof their Demand ; which, if complied with, 


his 








a a ee " 


th 
wh 
Le 
hf 
# 
f 
Mi 


OO 











426 The Worxs ofthe LEARNED. Art. 25. 


his extraordinary Protection from them. He therefore 
gave them a King; but fuch a one as was only his 
Viceroy ; who therefore was not left to the People’s 
Eleétion, but chofen by himfelf. 

2. This King had an unlimited executive Power ; 
as God’s Vice: oy muft needs have. 

3. He had no Jegiflative Power; which no Fice- 
roy can have. 

4. he was placed and difplaced by God at plea- 
fure: of which, as Viceroy, we fee the perteét Fit- 
nefs; but as Sovereign, by the People’s Choice, it is 
not eafy to be accounted for; becaufe God never in- 
fringed the natural Rights of his People. 

5. The very fame Punifhment was ordained for 
eurfing tue King as tor bla/pheming God and the 
Reafon is intimated in thofe Words of 4bi/bai to 
David, fhall not Shimei be put to death for this, be: 
caufe be curfed tke Lord’s Anointed? the common 
Title of the Kings of J/rael and Fudah, and plain- 
Jy denoting their Office of Viceroyaity. 

6. Thisis neceffarily inferred to be their true Of- 
fice, by the Throne and Kingdom of Fudya’s being 
allways, under the Kings, exprefly declared to be 
God’s Throne and God’s Kingdom. | 

7. The penal Laws againft Idolatry were ftill -in 
force during their Kings, which, alone, is a De- 
monftration of the Subfittence of the Zheocracy 3 be- 
caufe fuch Laws are abfolutely unjuft under every 
other Form of Government. 7 
Mr. le Clerc, inoppofition to Father Simon, defend- 
ed the contrary Opinion to this, which fuppofes the 
Theocracy to end with the Judges. Mr. Warbur- 
tom confiders what he has offered to that Purpofe ; 
and thinks he has fufficiently refuted his Arguments. 
Le Clerc, for farther Satistaétion, as to this Point, 
refers toa Book of Spencer’s, written profeffedly on 
this very Subject, viz. his Traét De Theocratia 
Judaica, This Treatife, we are told, is by no means 
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in the Number of thofe on which Spencer raifed his 


Reputation. He goes on a wrong Hypothe- 
fis; he ufes weak Arguments; and he is confufed 
and inconfiftent in his Affertions. Mr. Warburton 
points out feveral Errors of it; befide thofe which 
he has to do with in anfwering Le Clerc, who bor- 
rowed from it his Dottrine relating to this Topic. 

II. That the Zheocracy continued, or, more pro- 
perly, was revived after the Return from the Capsi- 
vity, our Author evinces from a Paffage of Haggai, 
Chap. ii. ver. 4, 5. wherein God comforting the 
Fews, bids them be ftrong: for 1am with you—— 
AccoRDING TO THE WoRD THAT | COVENAN® 
TED WITH YOU WHEN YOU CAME OUT OF E- 
GYPT, SO MY SPI?IT REMAINETH AMONGST 
you: fear you not. Now that Covenant was, our Au- 
thor fhews, that //rze/ fhould be his People, and he 
their Gop and King. —— Yet, at the fame time, 
when this Zheocracy was reftored, it was both fit on 
Account of its Dignity, and xecefary tor the Peo- 
ple’s Affurance, that it fhould he attended with fome 
extraordinary Difpenfations of Providence. Ac- 
cordingly Prophets were raifed up; and an extraor- 
dinary Providence, for fome fhort Time, admini- 
fter’d, as appears from many Places in thofe Pro- 

hets. 

III. That the Theocracy continued even to the 
Coming of Chrift, our learned Author thus proves : 

1. When ever it was abrogated, it mutt be in as 
folemn a Manner as that wherein it was e/tabli/bed ; 
{o that the one might be as well known as the other ; 
that a People, fo ftri€tly bound to Obedience, fhould 
not be miftaken concerning the Power under which, 
they lived. Now having never been thus abolifhed, 
we conclude it was always fubfifting. 

2. Nor, indeed, could it at any Time have been 
abolifhed, without diffolving the whole Frame of 
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Civil Governour. But the Inflirution fuffered not 
the leaft Change in any of its Parts, from its Efta- 
blifhment by Mo/fes, to its Diflolution by Jusus 
Curist. Confequently the Zheocracy was exifting 
throughout that whole Period. It being wholly 
abfurd to fuppofe that mational Laws, all made in 
Reference to the Form of Government, fhould remain 
unvaried while the Government itfelf was changed. 
For what the Writer to the Hebrews fays of the 
Priest (in aConftitution where the two Societies were 
incorporated ) muft needs be equally true of the 
Kinc —— THE PrizsTHoop (fays he) BEING 
CHANGED, THERE iS MADE ALSOOF NECKSSI- 
TY A CHANGE IN THE Laws. 

3. And now it was that Jesus, who is here fpo- 
ken of as making this Change, in Quality of Pref, 
made it likewife in Quality of King. For he came 
to fucceed immediately, as Heir of God, in his Fa- 
ther’s Kingdom. Butthere was no Interregnum, Con- 
fequently the Zbeocracy continued till the Coming of 
Curist, . 

And this Abolition of the Fewifs Theocracy by the 
Son of Gov, Mr. Warburton looks upon as the true 
Completion of that famous Prediction, THE ScEP- 
TER SHALL NOT DEPART FROM JUDAH, NOR 
A LAWGIVER FROM BETWEEN HIS FEET, UN- 
TIL SHILOH comE, Gen. xlix. 10. é. e. the beocra- 
cy fhall continue over the Hews until CuRrist come 
to take Poffeffion of his Father’s Kingdom, *‘* for 
<< what Lawgiver was there ever in Fudab ull the 
<< Coming of Curist, but Gop by the Miniftry 
of Mofass? ° 
_ Befide other Reafons for being fo particular concern- 
ing the Duration of the Zheocrag, which will be 
feen as Occafion offers, our Author has this chiefly 
in View, with Regard to the prefent Purpole, 
‘s That it was neceflary to demonftrate the. Con- 
“$ tinuance of it chroughous the whole Duration of 
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«« the Republic, in order to vindieate the Jufticé 
*¢ of thofe Laws all along in Force fer the Punifh- 
s¢ ment of Idolatry. che uA, 


Having now explained the Nature, and: fertied 
the Daration of the Mofaic Republic, Mr. Warbar 
ton praceeds to fpecify the peculiar Goafeguences nee 
ceffarily attending the Adminiftration-of fuch.& Forni 
of Government, °° ma : 

One necefflary Confequence was anextracrdinary 
Providence. Uf the Fews were really under a Theos 
cracy they were really under an extracrdinary Pro 
vidence, and it a Lheocracy was only Pretehicded, yet 
an extraordinary Providence muft nécéfiarily be pre- 
tended likewife. They muft be both-true or both 
falfe, but {till infeparable. 3i83: 10° 

‘And this affords an EsstnTIAL MARK that dif 
tinguifhes the Religion of o/es from all the Infte 
tutions of Pag ani/m, for had he only, like the reft of 
the ancient Lawgivers, fimply affe&ted Infpiratiot, 
hetiad then had no. Occafion to propagate the Belief 
of 4 .con{tant equal Providence 5 a Difpenfation, ‘if 
only ‘pretended, fo eafy to be difproved. But 
deviating from their general Praétice, and per 
ding the People that the in/piring tutelary God would 
become their | King’: he laid himielf under a Neceffity 
of teaching an extraordinary Providerice,- and of tnt 
fitting perpetually upon it, for the Inforcement 6f 
the great Sanction of the Law: which it muft be 
owned he does with uncommon Boldnefs through- 
out his whole Inftitute. Had Mofes then been mere- 
‘ly a human Legiflator, and yet foconfummate in hts 
Art, as, on that Suppofition he muft needs have been, 
he would never have-ventured, unneceffarily, on fo 
ufelefs and dangerous’a Project. But he did more: 
and, under Pretence of this extraordinary Providence, 
actually debarred his People of feveral Advan- 
‘tages atténdant on the ordinary Providence of Hea- 
| Ff 4 ven. 
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ven. We conclude therefore that Mo/fes’s Preten- 
fions were true. But this by the Way only. Our 
Author’s Bufinefs at prefent is not to fhew, that;this 
extraordinary Providence was really adminifte:*d, but 
that. the Seripture really reprefents it tohave been ad- 
mjniftered.’ And this it does two Ways: by record- 
ing particular Inftances thereof ; .and by perpetually 
reterring to the Thing in general, | 

1, The firft isin the Hiftory of Miracles. To fet 
one’s felf to prove that many Miracles are recorded 
in the Hiftory of the /ewi/h People may be thought 
fuperfluous. T:he fimpler Sorts of Deifts freely own 
it, as appears by che contemptuous Names they u- 
fually give tofuch Relations. But there are Re- 
finers in Infidelity, fuchas Spinoza and Toland, who 
own ‘many of the Faéts, but deny thtm to have 
been miraculous. .Thefe muft be taken a little No- 
tice of, and, as our Author fays, an Appeal to the 
common Senfe of Mankind: is a. fufficient. Anfwer 
to them all. And this is all he would: have done 
for them, had they never attempted to draw honeft- 
er Men into their Party: For whofe fake, that 
they may be preferved from the Delufions .of thefe 
Deceivers, he has here entered into a fair Examina- 
tion of the Point. | 

Spinoza, to countenance his Doétrine, and reduce 
the miraculous Faéts, recordedin Holy Writ, to the 
Level of natural Phanomena, would perfuade us 
that Fofepbus, the famed Fewi/h Hiftorian, was as 
backward in the Belief of Miracles as himfelf. To 
fet this Matter in a fair Light, Mr. Warburton re- 
cites thofe Paflages of Fo/ephus which have afford- 
ed a Handle for this Calumny ;_ then he affigns 
a Reafon why this Writer expreffed himfelf in the 
exceptionable Manner he has done; and further ob- 
viates the ill Ufe an Infidel might make of them 
to unfettle weak Chriftians, by fhewing, on the o- 
ther hand, that, in many Parts of his Works, he 
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difcovers the fulleft and moft fixed Belief of the 
Divinity of the Mi/aic Religion, and of the Truth 
of the facred Volumes, nay, ** that the very Places, 
‘¢ in which he ufes fuch a Latitude of Expreffion, 
ss are thofe where he employshis Endeavours to 
ss fhew the real Divinity of his Religion ; of which 
‘6 the Miracles, he {cems to {peak du'ioufly of, are 
‘© produced as Evidence ; an Evidence he appears 
*¢ to dwell on with the utmoft Pleafure.” ‘Lhis is 
pretty odd, but Mr. Warburton accounts for it; and 
by his Solution convinces us of the Hi/torian’s great 
Confiltency, as well as artful Addrefs throughout 
his Writings. Moreover, he manifefts that this Li- 
cence in Queftion, though furely to be condemned, 
was yet more legitimate and fober than is generally 
fuppoled. His Deviations from Scripture being in 
thofe Things only where an exact Adherence to it 
would have increafed that general. Averfion to his 
Nation, whofe Effeéts were at that Time fo. much 
to be dreaded, either as expofing the perverfe Na- 
ture ot the People, or the wn/uciable Genius of their 
Religion. Our Author has given an Inftance or 
two with Refpect co each. 

His Reafonings on this Subject enable us, 
he fays, to give the laft Stroke to that /purious Paf- 
fage in Fofepbhus, regarding Cueist. He thinks he 
has already offered one demonftrative Argument 
of the Forgery. See Vol. I. p. 295. And he fup- 
pofes the many Marks of it are fo glaring, that all 
Men would give it up, was Fofephus’s Silence on fo 
extraordinary a Fact to be eafily folved. Now, 
Mr. Warburton has fo far laid open his Conduét, 
as to make us fee, that the Preaching upof CuRist 
was an Affair that he would ftudioufly decline. 
¢ His great Purpofe, as is obfervable, was to re- 
¢¢ concile the Gentiles to hisCountrymen. But the 
*¢ Pagan Averfion was greatly increafed by the 
® new. Sect of Chrifians, {prung, as was well 
svt, «« known, 
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«« known, from the Country of Jutea. It was 
* therefore utterly deftructive of his Defign to thew 
« (as he muft have done in giving them an Ac. 
s¢ count of Curist) the clofe Connection be- 
<< tween the two Religions. Of’all dangerous 
% Subjects, therefore, Fo/fephus would be careful co 
st avoid this.” So that (certain as he is of the 
Hiftorian’s View, and not ignoratit of the Liberty 
he took, when it ferved his Ends; of omiting 
whole Hiftories) our Author tells ‘us he fhould 
have been as much furprifed to have found the 
Mention of Jesus in his Work, as others are to be 
told it is not there. , 

I have only to add, that, in the Courfe of this 
Digreffion, fome Remarks are beftowed on the late 
Tranflator of Tacitus, to correé& fome Mifrepre- 
fentations m one of his Apologetical Difcourfes 
prefixed to that Verfion, ——- And now, Mr. Ware 
durton returns to his main Subject. 

Miracles, therefore, as they are recorded to be 
continued thro’ fo large a Period of this Republic, 
he gives for one Proof of the Scripture’s repret 
fenting the Fewi/h People as under an extraordinary 
Providence. 1 fay, asthey are recorded ‘to be ¢on- 
tinued: For when exhibited but at the fix/? Pro« 
pagation of a Religion, as of the Chriftian, they 
are. to be efteemed only the Credentials of a new 
Revelation. “Thus the. Apoftles, who worked 
Miracles as well as Mofes and the Prophets, re 
prefent their Followers as under the fame common 
Providence with the reft of Mankind. Unlike, 
in is, to the Propagators of the Law, who al- 
ways declare the Fews to be under a peculiar Pro~ 
vidence: Which Declarations our Author proceeds 
next to confider, as another Proof of this Scripture 
Reprefentation. 

II. This /pecial Superintendency is reprefented 
then as adminiftered, 1.: Over the State’ in woes 

= 2. Over 
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2. Over private Men in particular. And fuch a 
Reprefentation, Mr, Warburton notes, we fhould 
expect to find from the Nature of the Repub: 
lic; becaufe, as an extraordinary Providence over 
the State neceflarily follows God’s being their 
sutelary Deity; fo.an extraordinary Providence toP ar- 
ticulars tollows as neceflarily from his being their 
fupreme Magiftrate. . 

As to this Providence over the State, our Author 
offers no Arguments to prove it; which would be 
altogether fuperfluous, the whole Bible being one con- 
tinued Hiftory thereof. But the other Point, of its 
being reprefented as extending to /ndividuals, he 
evinces by a fine Induction of Scripture Evidences, 
brought from both the old Teftament and the New. 
One great Excellency of the Work before us is, 
that we frequently find therein very beautiful J//z- 
ferations of divers Paflages of the facred Writings 
which are clouded with fome Obfcurity. We have 
an Inftance of this here. For, among the new Tcf- 
tament Proofs above mentioned, Mr. Warbarior 
quotes this Text, Therefore being juftified by Faith, 
we bave Peace with God throwzh our Lord Fejas 
Chrift. and not only fo, but we Guory in TRI- 
BULATION ALSO, knowing that Tribulation worketh 
Patience, 8c. Rom.v.1,€s¢. Here, he obferves, ** St. 
<< Paxil oppofing the Advantages which the Gentile 
“¢ Converts had by Faith, tothofe which the Fews, in 
“© Contempt of the Gentiles, fo much Gloried im ; 
** adds, in order co thew thefe Advantages in their 
‘¢ higheft Superiority, that the Chritian Genuiles 
“© could Glory even im that which was the very Op- 
¢ probrinm of the Jews, namely Tribulation. For 
“© the Saadtion of the Fear/s Law being temporalRe- 
*¢ wards and Punifhments, admmmifter’d byan equal 
“ Providence, Tribulation was a Punthhment for 
Crimes, and, confequently, .an-high Opprobrium: 
‘© This is urged wich great Addreks. But the Criacks; 
66 pet taking the Apoftle’s Meaning, have fuppofed, 
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s¢ in their ufual way, that he here broke in on his 
‘© Argument, with an Idea foreign to the Point in 
«s Queftion.” : 

Our Author's Bufinefs, at prefent, is only to fhew an 
extraordinary Providence reprefented: The Proofs 
of its real Adminiftration are to come after. Yet as 
fome have pretended that this Reprefentation is only 
an Eaftern Hyperbole, in which every Thing is 
afcribed to God, he thinks it proper to take notice of 
one fingular Circumftance in favour of the Chara&er 
of the Reprefenters. The Sum of his Obfervation 
is this. 

«¢ The Spirit of Gentili/m ever had, throughout its 
‘© whole Duration, the fame unvaried Pretenfions to 
«¢ Divine Intercourfe, fupported by the fame fort of 
‘© Oracles and Divinations, But it was otherwife 
«© with the Jews, after their Return from Captivity, 
‘© (when we know, from the Courfe and Progrefs of 
<¢ God’s Oeconomy, the extraordinary Povidence 
‘¢ would ceafe;) we hear no more of it amongft 
*¢ them, though they now adhered much more 
“ ftri€ly to their Religion than they had ever done 
¢¢ before.””? Our Author’s Detail of this Matter is, as 
ufual, very curious; but I can only mention the 
Topics he infifts on: For my Pufinefs is not to tran- 
{cribe his Work, any further than is requifite for giv- 
ing the Reader an Idea of it. 

Againft all the Argumentsthat have been alledg’d 
for that fide of the Queftion here afferted, Mr. 
Warburton notes, it hath been objeéted, that the fa- 
cred Writers themfelves frequently fpeak of the Jn- 
equality of Providence to Particulars, in fuch a 
Manner as Men living under a common Provi- 
dence are accuftomed to fpeak. For this. Spinoza 
is quoted in the Margin. 

Our Author owns they do. And therefore, tho’ 
the Reality of an equal Providence is afterwards 
demonttrated, the Objection againit it entirely = 

7 | fossil. spated, 








Art.25. For DECEMBER, 1741. 435 


vated, and the Paffages, on which it is founded, 
diftinétly confidered ; yet for our immediate Satif- 
faction he here fhews, that thefe Reprefentations of 
Inequality are very confiftent with that before gi- 
ven of the Equality. For, 

I. The unequal Diftribution of Things fpoken of 
by the facred Writers, fometimes means the State 
of them among the Gentiles, and not in Judea: As 
particularly in the P/alms and Ecclefiaftes. 

II. We fometimes find Men complaining of /n- 
equalities in Events, which were indeed the Effects 
of a moft equal Providence, fuch as vifiting the 
Sins of Parents on their Children, and of Prinees 
on their Subjects. 

Ill. Even admitting the Reality of an equal 
Providence to Particulars in the Hebrew State, the 
Adminiftration of it muft needs be attended with 
fuch Circumftances, as fometimes to occafion thofe 
Obfervations of Jneguality. Several of thefe Cir- 
cumftances Mr. Warburton names. 

IV. But the general and: full Solution of the 
Difficulty is this, — The common Caufe of thefe 
Complaints arofe from the GRapuat Wirn- 
DRAWING the extraordinary Providence,— Un- 
der the Fudges it was perfectly equal. And during 
that Period of the Theocracy, we hear of no Com- 
plaints at all. But when the People had rebel- 
lioufly demanded a King, and God, in Condefcen- 
fion to their Folly, fuffered the Theocracy to be ad- 
miniftered by a Viceroy, there was a great Abate- 
ment in the Vigour of this extraordinary Provi- 
dence ; partly in natura] Confequence, God being 
now further removed from the immediate Admi- 
niftration ; partly in Punifhment of their Rebellion. 
And foon after this it is that we firft find them 
beginning to make their Remarks and Complaints 
ef Lnequality. 
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Mr. Warburton cloies this Section, as I fhall the 
prefent Article on his excellent Work, with an Ob- 
fervation, which the leait Reflection on this Matter, 
he fays, naturally fuggefts, viz. That thefe Com- 
plaints of Inequality could never come from good 
Men, asthey did even from Feremiab himfelf, Chap, 
xii, Versi. had tivy been at all acquainted with the 
Doétrine of a future State of Rewards and Punifh- 
ments; or had they not been Jong accuftomed to an 
extraordinary Providence. 





—_! 


ARTICLE XXXVI. 


R. Zhomas Bentley has lately fet forth an Edi- 

tion of Ca/limachus, &c. under the following 
Title, Callimachi Hymni et Epigrammata: Quibus 
accefferunt Theognidis Carmina: Nec non Epigram- 
mate plus quam trecenta ex Anthologia Greca, guo- 
rum magna pars non ante feparatin excufa eft. His 
adjuniia eft Galeni Suaforiaad artes. It isan Offavo, 
printed at London, and fold by 7. Nourfe, at the 
Lamb, without Zemple- Bar, 1741. The Aymas, 
Epigrams, and Suaforia Galeni take up 243 Pages: 
The Editor’s Notes and Emendations*fill up 54. 
The Impreffion is neat. Dr. Bentiey’s Preface is 
valuable, as it contains a Differtation on the true 
Pronunciation of the Greek Tongue. 


ARTICLE 
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ARTICLE XXxXVU. 


A Demonftration of the Will of God, by the 


Light of Nature, in eight Difcourfes, with 
an Introdudtion, fhewing the Necefity of en- 
quiring after Truth, and an Examination 
into the Foundation of Error: To which is 
prefixed a Letter to the Archbifbop of Can- 
terbury, concerning Perfecution for Religion 
and Freedom of Debate; proving Liberty 
to be the Support of Truth, and the na- 
tural Property of Mankind. London: 
Printed for T. Cooper, at the Globe, in 
Pater-nofter-Row, 1741. Odfavo, Pages 171. 


= HE Author of this Rbapfody has modeftly 


chofen to be anonymous ; fo that we know 
not to whom we are indebted for fo incomparable 
a Performance. The feveral Parts of which it 
confifts are fpecified in the Title. The Letter to 
the late Archbifhop of Canterbury (Dr. Wake) 
follows immediately after a Dedication to the pre- 
fent Lord Sbhaft/bury, whofe Lady has no fmall 
Share of this Writer’s Compliments; in which, to 
be fure, her Ladyfhip cannot help priding herfelf, 
from {fo finea Pen, Of the Introduétion I fhalf 
only fay, it’s of a Piece with the reft of the Vo- 
lume. The eight Difcourfes fucceeding it deferve 
a. little more Notice. , 
The farft of thefe is, An Enguiry into the Origin 
and Conftitution of Man, the Powers of Matter, and 
the Being of God. What noble Subjects are here! 
And what admirable Hands are they fallen into! 
Our wifeAuthor is one of thofe good People who 
call themfelves Freethinkers ; and yet, be it known. 
to every Body, he ventures to difagree with fome of 
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his Brethren, ina very important Tenet. Divers 
of them allow no effential Difference between a 
thinking and unthinking Subftance. Matter may 
be one or the other, according as it is or is not 
in Motion, or is moved according to this or the 
other Modification. Nay, they contend for Man’s 
being wholly a material Being, rendered perceptive 
and intelligent, merely by the Order and Motion 
of his conftituent Parts, Our Philofopher judges 
otherwife, and gives you nothing lefs than De- 
monitration for. the Support of his Opinion. To 
imagine an unthinking Effence, as Matter manifeftly 
is, can produce a thinking Effence, fuch as Man is 
known to be, is altogether abfurd. The Thing 
is an Impoffibility, — as he thus proves: ** Firft, 
<¢ fays he, I will fuppofe all the Parts of Matter 
«¢ to have been one inert Subftance, lying mo- 
tionlefs in fome Part of Space, or I will fuppofe 
ss various Parts of Matter lying in various Parts 
«s of Space inactive: In fuch a Condition, if it 
«¢ ever was in either of thofe Conditions, would 
ss Matter have eternally continued, if a Power fu- 
«* perior to it had not given it Motion; becaufe, if 
a ftimulating Faculty had been inherent, it would 
have eternally operated, and never have fuffered 
es the Mafs to have become totally inactive: But 
¢¢ when we confider what univerfal Space is, we 
* can have no Idea of Matter lying motionlefs in. 
¢s any Part of it, becaufe all is Defcent, and, no 
«s Impediment being under it, Matter would have 
ss been eternally defcending, if not oppofed by a 
*s Being which had the Power of Oppofition.”* 
But 
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* The Reader, with the leaft Attention, will perceive how 
very confiftent and philofophical this Period is. Firft, a Thing 
is fuppofed as poffible, which is prefently after aflerted to 
be impoffible. 2d/y, It is faid, that if Matter had ever been 
lying motionlefs, in any one Part, or in various Parts, of in- 
finite Space; in that Condition, it would have eternally os 
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But to fet this Argument in the ftrongeft Light, 
and at the fame time, he fays, to grant the moft 
favourable Conceffions to fuch as imagine that the 
Origin of Mankind may poffibly have been the 
Effect of the Co-operation of the various Parts of 
Matter one on the other, our Author goes on in the 
like hopeful Strain as before, faying, ‘* I will fup- 
** pofe Motion effential to Matter, and Matter to 
* be the only Being in univerfal Space. Taking 
the Argument in this Light, I muft fuppofe 
** Matter either one compact Subftance, or in fepa- 
** rate Parts, at various Diftances, in Space: If one 
“* compact Subftance, we muft fuppofe ir defcend- 
«¢ ing with the moft rapid Velocity, cill by the 
<* Heat, which was occafioned by the Rapidity of 
«© the Motion, the Motion was aliered, and by 
¢s wonderful and unaccountable Effects a fcrcuitous 
‘© Regularity was produced, and a Part of Matter 
‘* fixed in fome Part of Space. If we fuppofe 
«© Matter originally fituate:’ in feparate Parts, and 
‘«s at either equal or unequal Diftances in Space, 
«s we mutt likewife fuppofe a rapid Defcent of the 
“‘ yarious Parts of Matter; but as Centric and Ex- 
** centric exifted not, we cannot cafily conceive the 
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tinued, if a Power fuperior to it had not given it Motion: 
And yet two or three Lines after we are told, that we can 
have no Idea of Matter lying motionlefs, in any Part of uni- 
verfal Space; and that for this Rea‘on, fo becoming a pro- 
found Philofopher, viz. becaufe in infinite Space ali is Ve- 
{cent, and, no Impediment being under it, Matter wou'd have 
been eternally defcending, if not flopped by fome Being, 
wwhich had a Power of fo doing. It is probable, this fagacious 
Freethinker meant by his firft Motion, an intettine ore among 
the Parts of his material Mafs; and by his latter Motion, 
thar of the whole Mafs: But when he comes to think lefs 
freely than he does now, that is, when he thinks rationally, 
he will fee this Diftintion can do him no Service: He will 
find that the one of his Motions is no more natural co Matter 
than the other, in any Space; and he will be tadly puzzled to 
deteimine the upper Side and lower Side of the boundlefs Ex- 
" panfe, for his Mz{s to’ move from or ta. ) 
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«© Manner of the Deicent of the various Parts, or 
*© any Part, or the Whole together, of Matter: 
“© However, in a void Space, eternally muft have 
* been the Defcent of Matter, fuppofing Matter, 
‘ grofs paffive Matter, to be the only Being in 
«6 Space ; what Abfurdities therefore muft we run 
«< into, if we fuppofe the various Parts to have 
ss had fuch Effeéts in their Defcent, and in their 
<¢ Co-operation one on the other, as to produce a 
ss Regularity, and co fix a Part of Matter in a 
«s fyftematical Order? And even granting the 
«s Poffibility of fuch a wonderful Effect, what fort 
«s of Co-operation of the various Parts of Matter 
<< one on the other can we conceive capable of 
‘* producing afterwards living Creatures, and fome 

fieffed of rational Faculties ?———Some of the 
Abfurdities and Difficulties which they muft la- 
«s bour under, who maintain fuch a Syftem, are 
«< thefe: They muft fuppofe, whatever Point of 
Time they fix on for the Date of Matter produ- 
cing this Syftem, that fuch a Number of what 
we call Years had preceded it, as would more 
than fill this whole Globe, if writ in one Num- 
*¢ ber, and each Unit a Million: Attend now 
to the Abfurdity, in fuch a Doétrine, which 
arifes from this Confideration ; that if any Ra- 
pidity of Motion, or any kind of Co-operation 
of the Parts of Matter one on the other, could 
have produced fuch a Globe as this which we 
inhabit, it would have been produced long be- 
fore it was, let us fuppofe it produced as many 
«¢ Millions of Years fince as we can conceive; be- 
«* caufe in the Space of Time, (if I may properly 
“‘ talk of Time before any Beings were to meafure 
«¢ Time, and of Space of Time when fpeaking of 
«¢ Eternity) which preceded the Produétion of this 
“s Globe, the fame Degrees of Rapidity, and the 
“¢ fame Kinds of Co-operation, muft have been re- 
uh | , £8 peapedt 
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‘¢ peated over and over. Another Difficulty at- 
«< tending this Doctrine is that of conceiving the 
st Cohefion of Bodies where there is no Centre to 
* attract, and no Preffure of an Atmofphere.” 

There are two Paragraphs more in this firft Dif- 
courfe, in a Strain as wife as the foregoing; but I 
Know. the Reader will be fatisfied with what he has 
had already upon this Topic. 

The fecond Difcourfe is, .4 farther Enquiry into 
the Being of God, with a Differtation on bis Attri- 
butes, and fume Rules to diftinguifh Truth from Falfe- 
hood. Here our brave Author undertakes to deal 
with no lIefs a Man than bGifhop Stillingfleet, who 
in the firft Chapter of the third Book of his Origines 
Sacre has faid, that if God was to be tried by the 
Fudement of Senfe, be muft ceafe to be God; for 
bow can an infinite and fpiritual Being be difcerned 
by the Fudgment of Senfe? This Queftion our 
Author pronounces to be weak and inconclufive ; 
and to be fure he is as good a Judge of that Matter 
as any body. 

When he comes to give an Account of the Di- 
vine Attributes, he point-blank affirms, that iw te 
Omnipotence of God all bis Attributes are included. 
And this he evinces by a Thread of Reafoning that 
could be fpun only from fuch a Brain as his. And 
he fhews alfo, in as convincing a manner, that God 
neceflarily is all that he is, and does all that he 
does; and that whatever is, is right. This laft 
Propofition we may certainly conclude from the 
Divine Ateributes, and fo muft affent to it, how 
contradictory foever it may be to prefent Appear- 
ance. But then he kindly cautions us, whatever 
Authority may be urged in their Behalf, againft 
believing any Stories of wonder-working Men per- 
forming Miracles contrary to the known Syftem of 
the Creation ; or of the Refurrection of others from 
the Dead, and their Afcenfion into Heaven: The 
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Reports, he fairly tells us, deftroy the Credit of the 
firft Reporters, in the Opinion of all reafonable 
Men; and confequently, asking their Pardon, there 
never has been a reafonable Jew or Chriftian in the 
World. And when we are told of cruel, partial, 
penitent, fickle, /uffering, and bleeding Gods, the 
wife, honeft, and pious Man ts ready to weep, fays 
this good Soul] of ours, for the Sins of the Impof- 
tors, while he fmiles at the Credulity of weak Bee 
lievers. And then he warns us, in whatever Books, 
and by whatever Men, Tales of thefe Kinds are 
fold, they fhould be regarded as impious and abo- 
minable Fictions, and derogatory from tae Honour 
of God. 

At the Clofe of this Difcourfe he lets us know, 
that we muft always keep in View the End of thefe 
Enquiries ; which is to prove that true Religion, that 
Gop, requires no more of us than Nature requires, 

Having informed us, if his Word wil] pafs, what 
Man is, and what God is, that is, as far as he is dif- 
coverable by us, before he directly proceeds to fhew 
the Relation in which one Man ftands.to another, and 
all of us to God, he next undertakes to demonftrate 
the Eternity of Mater; to fearch as far as Reafon 
can carry him into the Nature of the human Soul, 
and the Origin of Evil; and to explain the Ideas 
we muft annex to the Words Frovidence and Nature 
different from our Idea of the Deity. __ Grand 
Subjects indeed! — and as worthily he has handled. 
them. His Demonftration of the Eternity of Mat- 
ter isa Mafter-piece, and therefore my Readers thall 
have it. Itis in his third Difcourfe, which, befide 
it, contains, 4 Definition of finite and infinite Space, 
and a@ Diftinétion between the aétive and paffive 
Principles of the Univerfe. I pafs over all intros 
ductory Flourifhes, and come direétly to the Point.: 

© Dr. Clarke has rightly obferved, that she only 
‘struc Idea of a felf-exiftent or necefarily exiting 
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<¢ Being, is the Idea of a Being, the Suppofition of 
- & qubufe Non-exiftence is an exprefs Cuntradifion. 
*<¢ By this Rule is the Eternity of Matter to be de- 
*¢ monftrated , for, unlefs the Suppofition of the 
** Non-exiftence of Matter can be proved to be no 
«s Contradiction, all that has been faid, againft the 
<< Eternity of it, is to no Purpofe. Dr. Clarke, in , 
«< the fame Propofition, has indeed endeavoured to 
‘¢ prove that fuch a Suppofition implies no Con- 
«s tradiction, Says he, 4b/olute Neceffity is absolute 
6 Neceffity every-where alike 3 and if it be no Im- 
© poffibslity for Matter to be abfent from one Place, 
< "41s no Impoffibility that Matter foould be abfent 
sé from any other Place, or from every Place. All 
‘< this is Affertion, and no Proof, as will appear 
¢ by what follows. That Matter may be abfenc 
*¢ from any one Place implies no Impoffibility, be- 
«© caufe there is always room in infinite Space to re- 
«¢ ceive it; but that it fhould be abfent fram every 
<< Place, implies an Impoffibility. Let us fuppofe 
<< a Map, or any other Thing, in a Room, there 
¢ is certainly no Impoffibility that it fhould be ab- 
¢ fent from any one Part of the Room, while there 
‘¢ are fo many Parts to receive it; but would not 
. «© that Man be thought a weak or mad Man, who 
¢ fhould affert, that it implies no Impoffibility to 
<¢ fay it may be abfent from every Part of the 
<< Room, without going out of the Room? This 
‘s would be juft the fame with what Dr. Clarke 
<¢ afferts; for, tho’ Matter may be abfent from any | 
“© one Part, or more Parts, of Space, yet it cannot 4 
¢ be abfent from every Part of Space, becaule 
“s there is no Poffibility of going out of univerfal 
«© Space; and if it is not out, it muft be. in. 
«© Let us annex an infallible Meaning to the 
«© Words which we ule, and we fhall foon arrive to. 
<¢ a clear Demonftration of what I here endeavour 
s* co prove, I will firft define univerfal Space in. 
‘ Gg 3 | “s the 


a 


a 





“ 


a“ 


wr 














444 The Works of the LEARNED. Art. 27, 


ee 


c 


«¢ 


a 
n 


Aa aA 
vv 


“ a @ 
nr « 


a 
e 


es 
a 


a 
a Ow" 


the beft manner I can, as a neceffary Step to- 
wards what I am proving. Univerfal Space is 
without Bounds, and confequently without a Cen- 
tre; for if we fuppofe ourfelves to be ten Mil- 
lions of Miles in Space, either to the Right or 
Left, above or below, from the Place in which 
we now are, the Diftance from us, to the Right 
and Left, above and below, is equally the fame. 
We can, in Speculation, journey ten Millions of 
Miles to the Right, and as many to the Lefe, 
and fo ad infiuitum to an equal Diftance on each 
Side; and this Suppofition of equal Diftance, 
from the Right and Lett, above and below, may 


* be juftly made in whatever Part of univerfal 


Space we are fituated: By Diftance I do not 
mean that an ultimate Diftance, either way, 1s 
ever to be reached; but that the fame Diftance 
which can be meafured to the Right, can be 
meafured to the Left, and the fame below as 
above, in whatever Part of univerfal Space we 
are fituated, and ad infinitum in Space and Time. 
Sir J/faac Newton, Dr. Clarke, and fome other 
eminent Men, have called Space a Body; but 
they might as properly have called a Vacuum 
a Plenum. By Space we mean that which 1s 
capable of containing Body, and which will ad- 
mit of an entire Abfence of all Body ; which is 
true of every Part of univerfal Space confidered 
feparately, tho’ univerfal Space itfelf will not ad- 
mit of an entire Abfence of all Body; therefore 
that Space in which Body is contained, can no 
more properly be called Body than a Vacuum 
can, in which is an entire Abfence of all Body ; 
for finite Space is the Menfuration, or rather 
Termination, of the Length, Breadth, and 
Thicknefs of Body contained in a particular Part 
of yniverfal Space; and it is likewife the Men- 


S© furation or Termination of a Vacuum, which is 


é© the 


Ait.27. For DECEMBER, 1741. 445 


*s the Diftance betwixt particular Bodies: Space 
‘© may be briefly called the Termination of Dif- 
*¢ tance, 

‘© Now the Meaning of infinite Space and finite 
Space is as Clearly reprefented as it can be, lee 
us examine our Conceptions, and try if we can 
frame an Idea of one Being, in any Part of 
Time, calling another to Exiftence, which had 
no Mode of Exiftence before that Part of Time. 
‘¢ This a&tive Being himfelf muft fill fome Part of 
‘¢ Space ; for the Suppofition of the contrary, with 
‘¢ the Suppofition of his creating all Things from 
<¢ nothing, deftroys all manner of Ideas, not only 
‘Sof fuch a Being, but of Exiftence itfelf, and 
*¢ makes univerfal Space an univerfal Vacuum, by 
«© an Abfence of all Bodies. This is a Suppofition 
*¢ too monftrous to dwell upon. The next Light, 
*¢ in which this Argument is to be taken, is that 
<¢ in which we muft fuppofe God to be a Being 
‘© which fills fome Part of Space. Now let us try, 
‘s as I faid before, if we can frame an Idea of any 
“© Being, in any Part of Time, calling another to 
«¢ Exiftence which had no Exiftence before that Part 
‘sof Time. If a Being is called to Exiltence, it 
‘© muft be called to fill fome Part of Space ; and 
s¢ that Part of Space muft before have been filled, 
“© or have been a Vacuum, it it was filled before, 
“¢ it muft have been filled by a Being not God, or 
ss by God, or Part of God; if by a Being not 
‘© God, then Matter exifted which was not God, 
<¢ and was removed to make room for this new 
Being ; and if it was before filled with God, or 
Part-of God, then God contracted or withdrawed 
himfelf to make room for this new-created Be- 
ing ; and if the Part of Space which the new- 
‘* created Being filled as foon as it was called to 
«© Fxiftence was a Vacuum, the fame Idea of thac 
“¢ Yoacunm, in which was an entire Abfence of all 
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*< Body, will convince us of the Impoffibility of 
“© any Subftance being called from fuch another 
Vacuum, in which was an Abfence of all Body 
*¢ Jikewife. The Idea of an active Being calling 
*s other Beings into Form and Action, cannot be 
conceived without the Idea of a paffive Being to 
be worked upon; therefore, whoever talks of 
one Being creating another out of nothing, talks 
of what no Man can annex any other Idea to but 
an Idea of a nonfenfical Suppofition. When we 
confider univerfal Space, we know that nothing 
can be called from beyond what has no Bounds ; 
and if any thing is called to exift here or there, 
it had an Exiftence in fome other Place before, 
tho’ not in the fame Form. We know that uni- 
verfal Space confifts of innumerable Parts, fome 
filled, and fome empty; from a Vacuum we 
know that nothing can be called, and in a Va- 
cuum we know that nothing can exift: All 
therefore that does now exift, did ever fill fome 
Part of Space, and wil] ever fill fome Part of 
Space; for which Reafons all the vifible material . 
Worlds are Parts of God, or have eéxifted in 
their Subftance, tho’ not in their Modes of 
«© Exiftence, from Eternity.” 

In this ftrange Manner does this odd Writer pre- 
tend to demonftrate the neceflary Exiftence and 
Eternity of Matter ; and this felf-exiftent paffive 
Matter, with an active Omnipotent Power, he makes 
the conftituent Principles of the Univerfe; the for- 
mer having an abfolute forming Power over the latter. 

His fourth Difcourfe is, An Enquiry into the Im- 
mortality of the Soul, and a future State, and into 
the Doétrine of Immateriality ; with a farther Dif- 
tinGion between the aftive and paffive Principles, and 
an Examination into the human Senfes, and into the 
Difference betwixt the Souls of Men and Beafs; 
with fome Obfervations on Dreams. = : 
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In this Chapter, our Author takes Dr, Clarke to 
Tafk, and, forfooth, very much blames the Ablurdit 
of his Notions, concerning immaterial Subjtance, 
What his own are about it, 1 cannot certainly collect 
from what he has written; and 1o muft leave thae 
Matter undetermined. 

His fifth Difcourfe is on Liberty and Neccfity, with 
 @ Demuiftrvation of the Freedom of Will, fume Re- 
marks on Mr. Locke’s Chapter thereon, and fome 
Odbfervations on the Ufe and Abufe of the Pafjions. 

The next Difcourte is a, phyfical Enquiry into the 
Origin of Evil; in which Freedom of Will is far- 
ther afferted, with fome more Obfervations on the 
Ufe and Abufe of the Paffions. Among the valuable 
Commodities this fixth Chapter furnifhes, the very 
beft is that which we may term glad Tidings to the 
worft of Men; for whofe Comfort our Author fays, 
«© Nor has the moft wicked Wretch any Room to 
*¢ dread the everlafting Wrath of the Almighty, 
‘6 for inceffant Refentment again{t weak and fnke 
«s Creatures is as repugnant to the Attributes of 
s+ God, as Light to Darknefs.”” This may be true: 
But then, alas! by way of Abatement, itis a Quefs 
tion, if vicious and incorrigible Creatures may not 
be eternally miferable by their own Procurement, 
without owing their Mistortune to the inceflant Re- 
fentment of the Almighty at all ? 

The feventh Difcourfe is on God, Providence, 
and Nature, jhewing the frequent Mifappitcations 
of thefe three Words, and the Ideas which ought ta 
be annexed to them. After noting the frequent Mif- 
applications of his three Words, and correcting Dr. 
Clarke and Mr. Locke, for their blundering -Ac- 
counts of the Deity, who foolifhly talk of his being 
without Parts or Motion, and having an abflute 
Infinity of Immenfity and Fulnefs, our Author, who 
abounds. with Differences void of Diftinction, fers 
down his. Definition of God, viz. an eternal in- 
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corruptable Being, infinite in Power, Wifdom, and 
Goodnefs, perceiving and moving all Things, His 
Explanation of Providence is calculated to obviate 
all Belief of Miracles, or any fpecial Interpofitions 
of it on any Score whatfoever. And having guard- 
ed us againft thofe erroneous Doctrines which have 
been propagated on this Head, he tells us, the Idea 
which ought ftriétly to be annexed to the Word is, 
<< The Continuation of the Means which God has 
<¢ given to every Creature, to anfwer the End of 
«¢ his Creation, or a Continuation of the Means 
«¢ with which every Pare of this, or any Syftem 
“© of Creaion is provided tc anfwer the Purpofes 
<< ¢o which it is affigned.” In his Differtation on 
Nature, Dr. Clarke, Mr. Locke, and Bifhop Sti/- 
lingfleet are fcourged for their Mifreprefentations 
of it; and al] Stories of fupernatural Phenomena 
are decried. 

And now we come to the eighth and laft Dif- 
courfe, which is entitled, 4n Enquiry into Beauty and 
Perfeétion, centaining a Demonfir ition of our Dury to 
God and Man, with a Diftinétion betwixt Benevo- 
dence and Self-Love, and a Defence of the moral 
Doftrine of the Stoics, againft Pretenfion: to Reve- 
lation, proving that God reguires no more of us than 
Nature requires, and that be who departs from the 
Laws of Nature, difobeys the Will of God. . 

This Chapter ends with a tragical Exclamation 

inft a moft horrible Affertion of wicked Dr, 
Clarke’s, viz. That the Prayers of finful and de« 
praved Creatures, fincerely repenting, fhould be of- 
fered up to God, and become prevalent with him, 
thro’ and by the Interceffion of a Mediator, is very 
confonant to right and unprejudi-ed Reafon. Our 
admirable and pious Author (and I verily believe 
in the Simplicity of his. poor Soul) appeals to tk 
Lord of all Worlds, the great Searcher of all 
Hearts,as a Witnefsof the Truth, when he — 
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that the moft zealous Veneration for his Charaéter 
makes him fhudder at the Prophanenefs of this 
abominable and impious Doctrine: And then he 
goes on to adminilter the following Antidote 
againft the Poifon of it: ‘* How confonant it is, 
«¢ fays he, to right and unprejuiiced Rea/on, will 
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appear from an impartial Examination into the 
Ideas which we mult neceffarily annex toa Me- 
diator, and to the Being to whem Mediation is 
made. The Idea, which we muft annex to a 
Mediator, is that of a Being making Interceffion 
to another Being, for a third Peing, or Number 
of Beings. The Idea, which we muft annex to 
the Being to whom Interceffion is made, is thar 
of a Being who wants both Intelligence and 
Advice.” But now, “ If God is infinitely 
knowing, as he really is, what Neceffity for a 
Mediator to inform him of any Thing? If he 
is infinitely Wife, as he really is, what Neceffiry 
for a Mediator to admonifh him how to act? 
Moreover, if he is infinitely Good, as he really 
is, what Neceffiry of a Mediator to entreat for 
Mercy? — Let us next inquire after the Media- 
tor, who is he? Did God create a Mediator to 
intercede to himfelf, from a Confcioufnels of his 
own Defeéts? Or, did a Mediator {pring into 
Life and Immortality by his own Power, to 
intercede to God? Impious Doétrine! and de- 
rogatory from every Attribute of the Deity 
God knows our Wants, without a Mediator to 
inform him; and has Wifdom fufficient to judge 
of what is fit, thro’ the unbounded Univerte, 
without a Mediator to advife him; and has Good- 
nefs to act according to the everlafting Rule of 
Righteoufnefs, without a Mediator to entreat 
him: The only Mediator therefore is an unright 
Heart, and the Confcioufnefs of a well {pent 
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ARTICLE XXVIII. 


There is now imported from Amfterdam, and 

fold by J. Nourfe, at the Lamb, without 
Temple-Bar, 4 new and accurate Verfion of 
the Holy Bible into French. It ts in two Vo- 
lumes, Folio, printed with a fair Letter, 
and on a good Paper. The Tranflator was 
the Reverend Charles le Cene, of whom 
ome brief Memoirs hereafter follow. The 
Editor, and likewife Printer of it,is Mi- 
chel Charles le Cene, Son of the foregoing, 
to whom we are obliged for the fort Account 
we have of bis worthy Father. 


HIS Performance has been expected a great 
while. So long ago as the Year 1696, the 
Reverend Author publifhed a Piece, containing the 
Reafons that engaged him to form fuch a Defign ; 
and there fpecified the Method he intended to pur- 
fae in the Profecution of it. This came out at 
Rotterdam, in Odtavo, and was entitled, Projet 
d? Une Nouvelle Verfion Francois de la Bible. Mt 
confifts of a Variety of very curious Differtations ; 
expofing che Miftakes of former Verfions, pointing 
out the il] Confequences arifing therefrom, guarding 
againft them for the future, and directing feveral 
Things greatly tending to promote our Acquain- 
tance with the Sacred Writings. And all this was 
done with fo much Learning, Moderation, and 
Judgment, as to meet witha general Approbation ; 
tho’ it did not pafs without its Share of Criticifm. 
In Evgland it. found a very kind Acceptance, and 
was rendered into our Language, under the Title 
of an Effay for a new Tranflation of the Bible: 
dt fold fo well as to encourage a fecond Editicn, in 
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the Year 1717. However, we had only the firit 
Part of this excellent Treatife; tho’ in the Title- 
page it was faid to be in two Parts; but in Truth, 
the other Part never was printed, but as it is pre- 
fixed to the fecond Tome of this Verfion, as the 
former Part is now to the. firft.. Indeed thefe pre- 
liminary Difcourfes are a valuable /pparatus to the 
divine Records following them: And our Editor 
affures us, that thofe who wil be at the Pains of 
comparing the prefent Tranflation therewith,will find 
the Expectation raifed in them thereby mere than 
anf{wered init. This Verfion, he turther tells us, is 
literally what the Title of it promifes. It is ‘truly 
new: That is, ina Style altogether modern, and 
more elegant than any former one inthe Gaijlic Dia- 
lec. . | 
The Greek Text, from which Mr. Le Cene made it, 
is that of Rubert Etienne, publifhed in 1546, and for 
which that learned Printer had collated many MSS, 
The Reputation of this Edition rofe to fuch-a 
Height, as gave it the Authority of an Original. 
Yet it muft be owned, that among the MSS. Ezi+ 
enne made ufe of, there was a great Diverfity ot Read- 
ings, and the Number of thefe'is now confiderably 
multiplied by means of other MSS, that have been 
fince that Time difcovered and collated. The 
Criticks have made it no {mall Part of their Em- 
ployment to examine the Pretenfions of thefe dif- 
ferent Lections, and to determine the Preferablenefs 
of one orthe other of them. There is fcarcely any 
that has not had its Advocates: Each Philologer 
judging according to the Lights he could gain, or 
as his own Notions influenced him. However, it 
has been the general Practice of future Editors, to 
make no Alteration in the aforefaid eftablifhed 
Text, but to infert the different Readings they 
refpectively prefer’d, either at the Bortom of the 
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Page, with a Mark of Reference, or in the Notes 
or Commentaries, when there were fuch. Mr. 
Le Gene has not confined himfelf to this Rule: 
He often inferts, in his Tranflation, fuch Greek 
Readings as he thought moft eligible on the Credit 
of good MSS. altho’ they were to be found nei- 
ther in Etienne’s Text of the Original, or any 
of the other Verfions; and thefe Leétions he has 
denoted by Jarge Characters or Capitals. . Thofe 
Paffages of the ordinary Text, which appeared to 
him fufpicious, as wanting in very many ancient 
MSS. he has printed in Jsalic Characters, to figni- 
fy tothe Reader, his Uncertainty about them. One 
Inftance of this is, the eleven farft Verfes of the 
eighth of St. Fobn’s Gofpel. 

He has not divided the Chapters of his Edition in 
the fame Manner with thofe of our Exg/i/h Bible, and 
fome others, both French and Latin ; but into Para- 
graphs, each containing feveral of our Veries, the 
Numbers of which, correfponding with other Bi- 
bles, are ranged. at fome Diftance in the Margin: 
Which is a Method, J think, preferable to ours. 
In-his Arrangement of the New Teftament, he has 
differed yet more from us than in that of the Old: 
For he has divided the Chapters. thereof into Sec- 
tions, as the diftinét Subjects included in each 
Chapter, or the diftinét Members of each Subjeé 
invited; and has, at the Head of every Section, 
fignified the Theme of it. 

I have mentioned the Differtations, under the 
Title of Projet d'une nouvelle Ver fion, 8c. asa very. 
curious pparatus to this Verfion. But befides 
thefe, there are certain Prolegomena, properly in- 
ter{perfed throughout the Work, which deferve a. 
particular Notice. Thus, preceding the Old Tefta- 
ment, we have a Difcourfe on the five Books of 
Mo/fes, and another, immediately after it, on. that. 
of Geuefis only, We have one alfo befor the 
Book 
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Book of Fvjbua;, one before Fudges;, the like be- 
fore the Story of Ruth, the Books of Samuel, 
Kings, and Chronicles; a long one before Fob; 
another before the /alms; the like before the Pro- 
verbs of Solumon, his Ecclefiaftes, and Canticles, fe 
verally; neither are the Prophets, or the Apocryphal 
Books, without their prefatory Illuftrations, The , 
-Gofpels have them not; neither have the 4s of 
the Apoftles, their. Epiftles, or the Apocalypfe, 
any. 
Tho’ Mr. Le Cene has retained the ufual Order 
of the Books of both Tettaments, yet he has ex- 
pteffed his Diffatisfa€tion therewith, and given us 
different Series’s of them: -One according, to what 
he fuppofes their true Chronological Rank; and 
four or five wherein they are otherwife ranged. 

I will fhut up this Article with fome brief Me- 
moirs of this learned and worthy Perfon, 

Cuarues /e Cene was born at the Clofe of 
the Year 1646, at Caen, in Normandy. His Parents 
were People of good Circumftances, He acquired 
the firft Rudiments of Literature jn the Place of his 
Nativity. When he had there finifhed his Exer- 
cifes in Humanity, he removed to the Univerfity 
of Sedan, to ftudy Theology, where he continued 
till the 15th of April 1669. Returning from hence 
to Caen, a Candidate for the Miniftry, he foon ac- 
uired the Efteem of the Learned, which were 
re pretty numerous in that City, and above all 
of the Paftors. But with a View of enlarging and 

rfeéting his Knowledge in Divinity, he went 
_ hence again, in the Month of Augu/it, and 
-tefided at Geneva ; where he diligently cultivated 
the Advantage that Academy than afforded him of 
hearing the moft famous Proteffors in al! the Sciences: 
He continued in this City till. November 1670, 
when he went from thence to Saumur, where he had 
po lefs Opportunities of improving himfelf, by the 
| {oftructions 
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Inftruétioris and Converfe of fome of the moft cele- 
brated Divines, which the reformed Churches of 
France’ had ftationed in that Seminary. Thefe he 
attended about fifteen Months, ftill reaping the 
Fruit“of* their wife Leffons ; and in March, 1672, 
returned to Caen, in Expectation of a Call to the 
paftoral Funétion. 
_ This-foon happened. His Learning and other 
Talents were too eminent to be over-looked or 
neglected. Add to this the extraordinary Teftimo- 
nials he brought with him from the abovefaid Places. 
The Proteffors of Sedan, Geneva, and Saumur, 
feemed to contend, as ‘it were, with each other, in 
their Elogies on his Application to Study, the great 
‘Progrefshe made under their Infpection, the Pru- 
dence of hisBehaviour, arid he untainted Orthodoxy of 
his Principles. Thefe'recommendatory Inftruments 
were fubicribed. by forne of the moft illuftrious 
Naines’ ofthe laft Century ;- amongft others were 
thofe of Meff. Beaulieu, Maurice, Meftrezat, Tur- 
retin, Amyraud, Cappel, La Place, Bochard, and 
Morin. © 
The Writer of this‘: Account could not tell to 
what Congregation Mr. Le Cene was firft called. 
But we know his Relation thereunto was of a fhort 
Continuance. He was in a very little time invited 
to that of Honfleur. Here he contracted an Alli- 
ance, by Marriage, with a very wealthy Family 
of his‘new Flock. His own Fortpne, joined to 
that of his Spoufe, render’d him independent of the 
World, and’ ennabled him to purfue: the natural 
Bent-of his Inclination to Letters. ‘He had acquired 
a critical and extenfive Knowledge of Books. He 
made a ‘choice Collection of the beft Authors, And 
now. it-was, that, having formed in his Mind an 
Idea -of his new Verfion-of the Bible “into French, 
he firft fet about this arduous Undertaking. From 
thenceforth he purfued ‘it :as his favourite -Employ- 
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‘ment; it was the Point he had always in View, 
nor did he ever. lofe Sight of it through al] the 
‘Troubles he afterwards experienced. 

Being difmifs’d from the Church of Honfteur, 
-at his own Solicitation, Seprember the 2d, 1682, he 
was called to that of Charenton, in 1683. But 
this Vocation never took Effeét, by reafon of fome 
‘Difficulties raifed by certain Perfons; which, tho’ 
‘partly accommodated in the Confiftory of Paris, 
could not be determined by the Authority of the 
Synods, as they would have been, in all likelihoo}, 
to Mr. Le Cene’s Honour, if the Court would 
have permitted the Continuatioa of thofe 4/em- 
‘blies, but the Affair being protracted, the Revo- 
-cation of the Edict of Nanis, in 1685, at once put 
an End to that and all the Proteftant Churches of 
France. | | 

Mr. Le Cene upon this fad Cataftrophe quitted 
that Kingdom, with a Multitude of his Brethren, and 
-took Refuge in England. He had the good Luck 
to bring beft Part of his Library with him, and {fo 
much of his Subftance as capacitated him to be fer- 
viceable to feveral Paftors who were his Companions 
Jin fuffering, and who had fled to the fame 4/ylum. 
He lived here with'Mr. Alix, and divers other exiled 
_Confeffors, in that clofe Union of Friendthip which 
he had contraéted with them at home in their own 
Country. His great Merit, perhaps, might have 
procured him fome Preferment in our Eftablifhment, 
if he himfelf had not thrown an ungrmountabie 
_Obftacle in the way of it. Perfuaded of the Unlaw- 
fulnefs of that Reordination to which the Exglifh 
Bifhops would have fubjected the French Patftors, 
he abfolutely refufed to fubmit to what he judged 
-an Impofition, while fome others of the Refugee. 
Clergy cleared their Way to Benefices, by the great- 
er Pliablenef$ of their Confciences: M. de L’Ortie, 
formerly Minilcer_of Rosters being the firf} who 
” h is 
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fee the Example. M. Le Cene made a Journey in- 
to Holland, where he remained a few Years, and 
then returning to England, died at London in 
1703. But, as I have already faid, his new Verfion 
of the Bible was hisAim and Occupation every where, 
To thisall his Thoughtsand all his Reading were di- 
reéted.. Even his Travels were made jubfervient 
to this Purpofe ; the different Countries he was in 
affording him more Libraries toconfult, and a great- 
er Variety of Menof Literature to advife with, 





ARTICLE XxXIX. 


T is univerfally agreed, that one of the moft 
] ufeful and entertaining Sciences is that of Geo- 
graphy. It fhews us, as in a Glafs, the whole 
World ; and makes us acquainted, with very little 
Charge, and without the Trouble, Danger, or Fa- 
tigue of Travelling, with the moft ¢:ftant Coun- 
tries. Without the Help of this Guide, the Rea- 
der of an Hiftory, or even of a Book of Travels, 
is loft and bewildered ; not able to form a clear 
‘Idea of what he is about, nor capable of reaping 
from it fo much Inftruétion or Pleafure as he would 
otherwile, 

Geography being of fuch great and general Ufe, 
Care ought to be taken to facilitate the Study of it, 
as much as poffible. Several have attempted fo to 
do; but, by being either too prolix or too concife, 
for want o# Method and Peripicuity, or by fome 
other improper Means, they have rather perplexed 
than illuftrated fo plain and pleafing a Subject. 
The ancienteft Geographical Writer extant is Strabo, 
a Native of Apamea in Cappadotia, who flourifhed 
‘in the Reigns of 4uguftus and Tiberius. He wrote 
feventeen Books of Geography. He delivers 
Things with more Accuracy than thofe who had 
preceded him; but he is too much-an er 














Art.29. For DECEMBER, 1741. 475. 


be a good Geographer; and wanting Tables and 
Maps, and the Longitudes and Latitudes being 
Things beyond his Skill, without which it is fcarce 
poffible to fix Places aright, he is guilty of great 
Miftakes. The next confiderable Writer of Geo- 
graphy was Claudius Ptolemeus, an Egyptian by 
Birth, who flourifhed at Alexandria in the Reign of 
KM. Aurelius Antoninus. He was the firft who re- 
duced Geography to Art; formed a Syftem of the 
Univerfe ; affigned the Magnitude and Diftance of 
the Celeftial Bodies; prefcribed the Methods of dif- 
covering Longitude and Latitude, by Obfervations 
of the fixed Stars, and the Courfe of the Planets ; 
invented the Meridians and Parallels, and formed a 
Setof Geographical Charts. His Geography is in 
feven Books. He was a Perfon of the greateft 
Judgment, Induftry, and Learning ; and cultivated 
Attronomy beyond any that had gone before him. 
But ftill, notwithftanding all his Advantages, he 
fell into many and great Errors. All the other an- 
cient Geographers are very imperfect, and abound 
with Faults. 

There is now a Work before me, from the Pre- 
face of which the foregoing Paffages are taken, 
which is defigned, the Author fays, to fupply the 
Wants of thofe Writers, to correét their Miftakes, 
and to bring their voluminous Books into a narrow 
Compafs. It is extracted, as we are told, from the 
moft approved Geographers, both ancient and mo- 
dern, ‘The Planof itis borrowed from the Methode 
pour etudier la Geographie, par M.P Abbé Lenglet 
du Frefnoy. Tome V. Paris, 1736. Ofavo: Im- 
sae with great Additions from Ptolemy, Pliny, 

ellarius, &c. 

It is a Quarto, confifting of 157 Pages, befides 
4 large and excellent Index, and a moft curious Sct 
of Maps, 33 in Number. It is printed for Meff. 
Knapton in Ludgateftreet. 1742. 
ed Hh 2 THE 
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A 
' ® Rbuthnot, (Dr.) a very confiderable Error in 
his Tables reétified 376 

B 


Abylon, Objfervations relating to its Situation, 
364—366 

Berriman, (Rev. Mr.) an Account of his critical 
Differtation on 1 Tim. til. 16.29—49---105---17 
Bible (the) an Account of a new French Verfion of 
it. 450. 
Byzantium, Miffakes concerning its Situation rectified, 
360—362 


Cc 
peer a Queftion therein determined, con- 


cerning the Interval between the Departure of 

the lfraelites from Egypt, and the Foundation of 
the firft Temple, 118—130 
Converfation, Rules for improving thereby, 9—1% 
Copenhagen, Literary News from that City, 78 
Cramer, (Vr. Andrew) an Account of bis Elements 
of the Ari ef Aljzying Metals, 152 
Cication, incomprebenfible by us, 143 


Criticks 














The INDEX. 


Criticks, Refleftions on the Injury they have done te 
Authors, 313. Examples of their abufive Treats 
ment of one another, 321—328. 


Cyrus, bis Charaéier, 379—384 


D 


Dn & Literary Article from thence, 
Delifle, (Mr.) Remarks on bis Miftakes witb 
regard to the ancient Meafures of the Greeks, 
369-372 
Difeafes, the Sources of them /pecified, 164 
Doddridge, (Dr.) an Account of bis fecond Volume 


of the Family Expofitor, 68. His dddre/s to bis 
Sub{icribers, 70. 


Gypt, its bigh Antiquity as a polite and learned 
Nation evinced, 99—105, 193—203 
Epilepfy, its Caufes, 168. Lhe Method of curing 
it, 170. 
Socios (of Gov) fome Reflections thereon, 136 
Evil, (Natural and Moral). proved, by Dr. Mor- 
gan, to be unavoidable, 248, 254 
Exodus vi. 3. explained, 283 
Expedition of Cyrus, the Steps which led to that 
unforiunate Enterprizey 355-358. The Pro- 
bability of its Hiftory not being written till feveral 
Years after the Event, 375. 4 Plan of fome Part 
of that Hiftory, 378 


F 


Able, its Rife and Nature, 179. Its Parai- 
lelifn with the Hieroglyphic, ioid. . 
Future State, the ufual Arguments for tts Reality 
foewn to be inconclufive, 250—254. Probable 
Evidences in its Favour, 255. 
Hh 3 Geography, 
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G 


Eography, an Acconnt of a new Syftem there- * 
of, 4596. 
Gop a to be a Being of all poffible Perfeétion, 
133. But not to be found out to Perfection, 135. 
Reflestieus on his Incomprehenfibility, 140. 
Goettingen, Literary Intelligence from that City, 156 
Gofpel, (of St. Matthew) an Account of a new Ver- 
fron of st, 79 
Grove, (Rev. Mr. Henry) an Account of bis Poft- 
bumous Works, 130—152 


H 





HE" its Requifites, 166. Rules for attaining 
to a good State thereof, 167. : 
Hieroglyphics, their Origin, and gradual Progre/s, 
174—193. Their various Modes, 175. The 
Chinefe Sort defcribed, 176. The Steps by which 
they came to be employed for the Vehicle of Myf- 
tery, 182—-186. The Knowledge of them bighly 
advantageous, 202. 
Horace, an Emendation of the 65th Verfe of bis 
Art of Poetry, 343 


Dolatry (of the Jews) wherein it confifed, 423. 
Immenfity (of the Divine Being) Refleftions there- 
on, I 
Inftructor, the Advantage of a living one, "; 
Intellect, (the) its Objeét defined, 222, 223. Its 
manner of operating, ibid. 
Jofephus, she Paffage in that Hiftorian relating to 
Chrift, proved to be Spurious, 431. 
Juvenal, an Emendation of the 10th Verfe of bis 4th 
Salire, . : 346 


8 Know- 
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K 
Nowledge, Rules for enlarging the Bounds of 
its 3—6 
L 


Amotte, (Dr. Charles) bis Effay on Criticks and 
Critici/m, 313—348 
Language, /ee Speech. 
Law, (of Mofes) an Objection te its Divinity an- 
fwered, 415 
Le Cene, (Mr.) Memoirs of bis Life, 453. 
Letters, when firft ufed in Egypt uncertain, 187, 
Their Origin varioufly affigned, 188. Their Num- 
ber probably increafed, and their primitive Shape 
altered by Mofes, 188. 
Light, /ome pretended Difcoveries of its Nature, 
Motion, and Operations, 210—219 
Lindau, @ Literary Article from thence, 155 
Love of Gop, not incompatible with the Difbelief of 
a Deity, according to Dr. Morgan’s wild Notion, 


242 
M 


Atter, a pretended Proof of its eternal Exe 
iflence, 442---446. 
Meafares of Length, (Greek) fome of them ex- 
plained, 377 
Medals, their various forts, and thé manner of di/- 
tinguifhing thofe which are Genuine from Connter- 
feits, 52—68 
Mediator, (Setween God and Man) denied, 449. 
Memory, its Ujefulnefs, 20. Confiderations and 
Rules relating to tt, 21—24. 
Metaphor, its Derivation, 180. 4 Scripture Ex- 
ample of this Figure, ibid. 
Mind, Inftructions for its Improvement, 3 — 28. 
Weer its Amplitude confifts, 13. 


Norgan, 
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Morgan, (Dr.) his Philofophical Principles of Me- 
dicine highly commended, 161. An Account of 
bis Phyfico- Theology, 203-257. Remarks on 
that Treatife, 395---413. 

N 
Ature, (Human) con/idered, 219—235 
Nuremberg, Literary News from thence, 78 
O 
Mnifcience, (of Gov) Reflefions thereon, 138 
Onirocritic, (Art of) the Ground of it, 194. 
Its great Antiquity, 196. An Argument deduced 
therefrom for the bigh Antiquity of Egypt, ibid. 
r 
Emberton, (Dr.). bis Anfwer to Dr. Jurin, 49 





Penal. Laws, (in Matters of Religion) juftifiable . 


in the Jewith Theocracy 418—420 
Perry, (Dr.) an Account of his Treatife of Difeafes 


in General, 157—173. Paffages in Praije of the . 


Work, from the Work it/elf, 159, 161, 163, 
172, 173 

Peterfburgh, Literary Intelligence from that City, 74 
Phafis, (the) an Atiempt to prove it one of the Rivers 
of Paradife, 372--375 
Phyficians, Part of their Duty fpecified, 162 


Powers, (the Mechanical) of Bodies pecified, 205—~ 


209. The Cauje of them afigned, 208. 


Prayer, 4 negative Definition of it, 242 . 


Proverb, its Derivation, 180. A fine Scripture 
Inftauce of this kind of Speech refer’d to Ibid. 


Providence, the Unaccountablene/s of its Difpenfations, . 
confidered, 144. .The Reafons thereof, 148. Dr.. 


Morgan's Notions concerning it, 236—242. 


Providence (extraordinary) towards the Jewith Na- . 


tion, and the Individuals, proved to be.afferted in 


Scripture, 429. An Objettton againft this Doc- . 


trine anfwered, 434- -436. = 
| Queftions, 
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Q 
(Mann (Speculative) Rules for determining 


them rightly, 24-20. 


R 


Eading, The Benefits of it fpecified, 6, Di- 
rections for rendering it profitable, 7 
Readings (various) Rules for diftinguifbing tho/e 
which are genuine, 31—4I 
Religion (natural) @ firft Principle of it, 224 
Religion (the Chriftian) its Excellency in affording 
us the jufteft and fulleft Reprefentations of the di- 
vine Nature, 131. Tae Unreafonablene/s of ime 


pofing Articies of Faith, or Ceremonies of human. 


Anvention, inferred from this Dogirine, 132. Res 
fiettions on the Circumftances of its Introdudtion 
into the World, 289—292 
Revelation (the Jewifh) a Proof of it, 89—96 
Rites (Religious) the Conformity of the Jewith with 
the Egyptian accounted for, 282—292. This 


Agreement fhewn to be no Objettion to the Die. 


vinity of Moles’s Mifion, 292-295: But, on 
the contrary, a ftrong Confirmation of it, 296— 


300. Reflections occafioned by this Doétrine, 300. 


~~ 
Rouffeau (Mr.) an Advertifement concerning a new 
Edition of bis Works, 318 


S 


Amuel (firft Book, XVI Chap.) fome Chronolo. 

\) gical Difficulties therein reconciled, 288 
Sciences, the Method whereby they are moft eajfily 
acquired, 26. Thofe fpecified, which are fub- 
Jervient to the three learned Profefions, Pe ; 7 
clea 
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Selecta Hiftorica, an Account thereof, 306 
Senfation, the Subject thereof affigned, 220. Proved 
to be an organical Property of Matter,221. An 
Objeétion relating to this Point, 222 
Separation (of the Ifraelites) the Reafons of it, 415. 
The Manner of it objetted to and juftified, and 
the Neceffity of it foewn, 417. A Circumflance 
by which it was greatly facilitated, 420: But 
‘which renderd a Defettion from it on the People’s 


part no lefs eafy, 422 
Simile, its Derivation, 180 
Soul (the Senfitive,) defined, 21 


9 
Speech, its Rife and Progrefs,178—181. A facred 
| Species of it peculiar to the Priefis of Egypt, 
189. Its Parallelifm with Writing defcribed, 


190 

Spelman (Mr. Edward) an Account of bis Englith 
Tranflation of X:nophon’s Expedition of Cyrus, 
349 389 

Stockholm, the State of the Academy of Sciences in 
that City, - 74 
Struvius (Mr.) an Account of bis Bibliotheca Phi- 
~ lofophica, 389 
Subftratum (the) of the Properties of created Beings, 
4 Difcovery of it, 228—232. Reflections there- 


| upon, 232 
Suicide, Queries concerning it, 394 
T 

Eleboas, Odjfervations relating 10 that River, 
Thapfacus, @ brief Account of it, 7 


Theocracy, (the Jewifh) Reflections on the divine 
Condu&ét in the eftablifbing thereof, 283—~288, 
293—295. The Manner of its Inflitution, 416, 

 —~417 The Time of its Duration fettled, 425— 
429. The peculiar Confequences of it fet forth, 429 

: Timothy 
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Timothy (firft Epiftie) iii. 17. fome Account of the 
MSS. favouring the various Readings ef this Text, 
43—49. An Examination of the Writings of the 
Greek and Latin Fathers.in Relation to st, 105 


—I147 
Truth, (moral) wherein it confifis, 233—-236 


V 


Tenna, Literary News from thence, “8 

' Virgil, an Emendation of the laft Verfe of 
kis third Pajftoral, 333—337. Of the feventh 
Verfe of the fourth Georgic, 338. Of the forty- 
jifth of the fifth Paftoral, 342. Reafons for 


fufpetting the Text of this Author tobe wery much 
corrupted, 344 


W 


Arburton (Rev. Mr.W illicm) an Epitome of 

the three firft Seftions of the firft Part of bis 
fecond Volume of the Divine Legation of Mofes, 
86—105. Lhe fourth Sefion epitomized, 174— 
203. His Confutation of Sir aac Newton's 
Chronology concerning Egypt, 258—282. dn Ab- 
trad of the firft four Sections of the fecond Part 


of his fecond Vol. 414—436 
Watts (Dr. Ifaac) an Account of bis Treatife on the 
Improvement of the Mind, I 


Will (the) how determined, 224. An Objeétion 
upon this Head ftated and folved, 226, 227 
Worfhip (of Animals) the Foundation of it among 
the Egyptians afigned, 197. The various Opi- 
nions of the Ancients concerning its Origin re- 


futed, 199—202 
Writing (Epiftolic or Alphabetical,) the Occafion 
of its Invention, 186 


Xenophon, 
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Enophon, applauded as a fine Writer, 350. 
\ Memoirs of bis Life, 351—354. The Man- 
ner-of bis being engaged in the Expedition of oF 
rus, 385: And appointed to command the Greeks 


in their Retreat, 387 
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